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INVICTION OF A SOLICITOR FOR FORGERY. 
n Saturday last, at Liverpool, James Mellor, a 
licitor, who had long enjoyed at Ashton-under-Lyne 
le respect of his fellow-townsmen, and the confidence 
if numerous clients, was convicted of forgery, and sen- 
enced to penal servitude for the short remainder of a 
fe which had already extended to sixty-seven years. 
Mat @ man so advanced in age, and the father of a large 
ily, should be found guilty of a crime so heinous is 
pitself melancholy enough ; but we regard the revela- 
fons of this trial not only as an example of individual 
it and misery, but also as bringing suspicion and dis- 
our upon the whole profession to which the unfor- 
late criminal belongs. While the enormous frauds 
‘falsehoods of the two Halls are yet fresh in the 
ublic mind, there comes another disclosure of a pro- 
Opged career of equally atrocious knavery. Indeed, the 
factices of Mellor were even more calculated to shake 
infidence in solicitors than those resorted to by the 
falls. Some, at least, of the clients of the latter have 
H blame themselves for an extravagant and unnecessary 
of all superintendence over their own affairs. 
fit, in the case of a widow, left executrix of an estate 
vested in a variety of securities, it is difficult to see 
Ww it can be possible to avoid trusting somebody to the 
ent that Mrs. Clarke trusted Mellor. She desired him 
Wallin a mo e of £500, and pay the money thus 
sodtained to a person interested under the will. Mellor paid 
0 only to the legatee, and applied £300 to his own 
irposes. He took a receipt for the sum actually paid, and 
Mien altered the figures in the document, so as to make it 
jpear that he had paid £450. It happened that Mellor’s 
ient in this transaction was one of those resolute and 
lsiness-like ladies who are sometimes designated as 
strong-minded,” and nota careless and feeble gentle- 
fan, like Sir Charles Rushout. The client demanded 
hat the original receipt for £450 should be handed over 
‘her, and she declined to be persuaded by her solicitor 
Hat it was more in the ordi course of business to 
mt contented with a copy, while the document itself 
emained with him. The consequence was, that conclu- 
ve evidence of pailt was placed in the hands of the 
yured client, and she appointed to return in a few days 
| order to extract from Mellor proof that he had 
hdered her of larger sums. But the crisis of his fate 
“come. He determined to fly at once from the in- 
ble exposure. He embarked at Liverpool for the 
muted States, in company with his son, whom he had 
aw po age suspicion, if not into actual complicity. 
ave. far into the interior of America, but 
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leaving traces easy of recognition by the police officer who 
followed them by the next steamer. At ores in the 
prairie lands of Ilinois they were discovered on the 6th 
of February, and arrested and brought back to England. 


On the 27th ult., just three months from the day when ~ 


the certainty of detection suggested flight, the elder 
Mellor received sentence for that one of his many crimes 
which admitted of the clearest proof, and which most 
distinctly violated the law. 

It must be owned that in this instance justice has been 
prompt, and its aim unerring. The severe language of 
Mr. Baron Martin in awarding punishment is said to 
have affected the prisoner more deeply than the sentence 
which it conveyed. At Mellor’s age, indeed, penal ser- 
vitude for life or for a term of years must amount to 
nearly the same thing. We are net informed in this 
case what was the original inducement to the culprit to 
enter upon his guilty course. Nothing is stated about 
speculations foreign to the business of a solicitor. His 
manner of life appears to have been unostentatious, and 
there is no imputation of extravagance. It is true, he 
had a numerous family, but his business seems to have 
been quite sufficient to support them without any such 
pressure of want as would be likely to suggest fraud or 
forgery. One reflection may be made upon this painful 
case, which is not, perhaps, unseasonable with reference 
to a recent and still pending litigation. In the case of 
Viney v. Chaplin the contest was, whether or not the 
purchaser of property ought to be satisfied to pay his 
purchase-money to the vendor’s solicitor, and if so, what 
evidence of authority to receive it ought to be deemed 
sufficient ? The vendor’s solicitor appears to have con- 
sidered the anxiety exhibited by the purchaser upon this 
point as something like an imputation on his own cha- 
racter, and he may have thought his honour concerned 
not to yield to it. We think, however, that the cases of 
Mellor and of the Halls are likely to produce an effect 
on the public mind, for which it would be well to make 
allowance. They teach this lesson among others, that 
the claims of respectability to confidence should be but 
moderately urged. Rules exist, or by the help of the 
Courts may be established, for determining how far 
solicitors may claim to have their unsuppo represen- 
tations received and acted upon. It would be well to 
abide strictly by such rules, and by no means to demand 
the smallest peculiar consideration for high character or 
long standing or extensive business. ‘The rogues in- 
variably have high characters. If a man claims to be 
trusted for the outward appearance that he makes, the 
answer is, that Mellor’s exterior was unexceptionable, 
and yet he had been for years a forger. Commercial 
and professional respectability has been so often 
made the cloak for enormous fraud, that we think 
men who understand what is due to their own honour 
will be very shy henceforward of appearing to rest upon 
it. It is nearly certain that the next swindler on a large 
scale, be he banker, solicitor, or agent of whatever kind, 
will turn out to have been, up to the hour of his detec- 
tion, exactly the man whom it would have appeared an 
outrage to all propriety to hesitate about trusting upon 
his bare word. 

For the instruction and warning of society, it would 
have been well to carry the investigation of Mellor’s 
frauds beyond the point among insure conviction 
and sentence on a single charge. He was tried for a very 
ordinary forgery, which might easily have been com- 
mitted without the help of any legal knowledge. Some 
of his contrivances, however, appear to have been more 
elaborate. A sum of £300 belonging to a client was 
invested by Mellor upon mortgage. e security con- 
pee Si two deeds; a conveyance of hereditaments at 
Saddleworth from Mr. William Bottomley to Mr. 
Samuel Prestwich, in consideration of £400, and 
a mortgage of the same property by Mr. Samuel 


Prestwich to Mrs. Mary Clarke for securing £300. « 


Mr. William Bottomley was Mellor’s office bey, 
and Mr. Samuel: Prestwich was a baker in the 
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town of Ashton, who had married Mellor’s servant. 
The hereditaments at Saddleworth, more particularly 
described in the conveyance, were, it is needless to say, 
ipaginery- Nothing in the whole transaction was real 
‘except the £300 of Mrs. Clarke’s money, which passed 
into Mellor’s pocket. This unfortunate lady loses, we 
believe, by her solicitor’s dishonesty, to the amount of 
several thousand pounds. Her case is not one of a class 
which can in any degree be provided against by legisla- 
‘ tion; for, under every system of law, there must be 
confidential advisers, whether called solicitors or by some 
other name, who may, if they choose to do so, abuse 
without restraint the power which their knowledge 
of the law, and their command over their clients’ minds 
and property, combine to give to them. There appears 
to be no security that can be suggested against such 
frauds as Mellor’s, except that derived from the 
dread of disgrace and punishment. There are many 
admitted evils existing among the body of solicitors, for 
which those who wish well to that may hope, with 
time and patience, to find a cure. But this mischief 
appears ineradicable. It is in the nature of things 

at confidence must be generally given, and it is in the 
nature of men that this confidence will be occasionally 
abused. Education will not help us here, nor will any 
elevation in the social scale. The forgers and-defaulters 
are all well educated, and of the highest -consideration 
in the neighbourhoods which they make their prey. It 
is vain to think that any human power can avail to pre- 
vent. the recurrence of these distressing cases. We 
trust, however, that the duty of this Journal may not 
often be so melancholy as it is to-day. Besides the 
trial of Mellor, our pages contain the first notice of 
another judicial investigation, which must probably have 
a similar result. In this second case, the dread of exposure 
caused an attempt at self-destruction; and there is yet 
another instance of a solicitor who has actually com- 
mitted suicide under mental aberration, produced by 
pecuniary difficulties. We cannot expect but that the 
general character of the profession must be damaged by 
the misconduct of those members of it who succumb to 
strong temptation. Every solicitor should, therefore, 
strive to support that character at the highest point, 
and so to neutralise as far as possible an evil which 
cannot be entirely removed. 


ain 
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BRILLIANT BUBBLES. 


The pain which we cannot but feel in recording fresh 
instances of fraud, folly, and unscrupulousness in the 
conduct of commercial companies, is occasionally quali- 
fied by a strong sense of the judicrous and absurd, 
excited by the narrative of their transactions. Without 

resuming to —- the decision of a case adhuc sub 
judice, we cannot help referring to the reports of the 
recent proceedings in the Court of Bankruptcy, in the 
matter of fa company entitled “'The Electric Power, 
Light, and Colour Company (Limited).” Shakespere 
asks, “‘ What’s in a name?” Had he lived in these utili- 
tarian times, he might have learned how much there is. 
With joint-stock companies, as with fashionable novels, a 
good taking title is half the battle. A prospectus conclu- 
sively demonstrating profits from ten to one hundred per 
cent., and a list of directors, with names rich in prefixes 
and affixes, often constitute, with the title, the basis of 
the undertaking. Nothing could be more dazzling to 
an imaginative and speculative mind, bent upon ing 
a brilliant investment, than a project through which the 
subtle, all-pervading electric fluid, as "he presidin 
agent, should develop itself, for the benefit of mankind, 
and the enrichment of the shareholders, in the produc- 
tion of power, light, and colour. Even a “canny Scot,” 
Mr. John Purdie, of Edinburgh, now, alas! petitioner in 
the Court of Bankruptcy for the winding-up of this com- 
pany, could not resist these combined fascinations, but 
purchased ten shares of £100 each, and soon after 100 
additional shares of £20 each. It is from the petition 








and affidavit of this pow that we obtain the inter. 
esting particulars of the meteoric career of this com- 
pany, to which we are, briefly, about to allude. 

e scheme, in its scientific portion, was based 
upon the ingenious discoveries, ays | in patented 
inventions, of J. J. Watson, Ph.D., C.E., and F.G.§,, 
a young scientific gentleman, of whose abilities 
and skill we would not be understood to say a single 
disrespectful word. This gentleman, with a friend, 
commenced the promotion of the ony in 1863, 
choosing Wandsworth as the scene of their operations. 
The patents were for the direct use of el , 
for the use of electric light in illuminating public build. 


ings, railway stations, &c., and for the uction, by 
galvanic action, of pigments—Prussian blues, greens, 


yellows, and whites, of singular brilliancy. The power, 
also, appears to have been applied in the process of con- 
verting iron into steel; and there was, moreover, a 
treatise on light, which formed part of the property of 
the company. The original capital was £50,000, and 
Mr. Watson and his friend, as managers, were to have 
£10,000, in the form of twenty per cent. upon the shares. 
It was announced in the prospectus that the profits must 
be very large upon any amount of capital introduced. 
The company was ae, registered in 1854, on the 
lst of April (day of ill omen!), and it progressed so 
favourably that a dividend of twenty per cent. was soon 
paid out of profits. Disappointed Mr. Purdie now alleges 
that these profits were the incomings of the company, 
without taking its expenditure into consideration—a 
species of profits and a source of dividend not unknown 
to other companies lately celebrated in legal annals. To 
cut short the long but interesting details of this com- 
pany’s brilliant career, suffice it to say, that all went on 
swimmingly, according to the reports of the directors, for 
some time. In 1856, it appears the company converted 
itself into a new body, on the principle of limited 
liability. The capital of the new omnene was £100, 
in shares of £20 each; and it would seem that out 
that sum £50,000 was to be paid to Mr. Watson anda 
fresh colleague, the promoters of the new company, for 
the patents, the plan adopted being, for every B sade, 
issued by the eemaeny, to award an unpaid as if 
it were paid, to the promoters. Paid shares, to the 
amount of £26,200, were issued ameniney- But ear! 
in 1856 a committee of investigation had been i 
to examine into the state of the company’s , and 
an accountant was employed to make areport and analysis 
of the accounts, the result of which, as exhibited at a meet- 
ing of shareholders in April, was that the assets of 
the company would not avail to pay more than 6s. in 
respect of each share. According to a more favourable 
estimate, it was calculated that the shares might realise 
30s. each. In spite of this exposé, the directors refused 
to dissolve the company ; and notwithstanding a prohi- 
bition in the Deed of Settlement, they proceeded to borrow 
money at 9 per cent., and so raised £8,000 In June, 
1856, Mr. Purdie, wishing to get some further informa: 
tion as to the actual condition of the concern, wrote to 
the chairman of the committee of investigation, who 
opened the unfortunate gentleman's eyes in a most dis- 
agreeable manner, by telling him that he himself had, at 
a very great sacrifice, washed his hands of what he 
rather unpolitely called “the greatest swindle of the 
day,” and as well as other gentlemen, sold his shares 
to Dr. Watson’s colleague at £4 per share. 
inquiry led to the other disclosures stated 
Purdie’s petition. Mr. Purdie, it appears, 
his shares of Dr. Watson, on the strength of the t 
per cent. dividend out of profits; the report published 
at the time declaring that there was a reserved fund 
after the payment of that dividend; whereas, in 
and in fact, it is alleged, if the expenses of the 
had been taken into account, ther¢ was, instead of « 
profit, a serious loss. In another report, of No- 
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capable of realising £10,000 per annum profit, and a 
dividend of £7 per cent. being available. The patents, 
for which the promoters received £52,000 worth of 
shares, are now alleged to be of no real value; some of 
them, indeed, having beeh allowed to lapse as altogether 
worthless. The holders of more than two thousand 
shares have agreed to wind up voluntarily, but that 
course is opposed by Mr. Purdie; and the question 
whether that mode of proceeding is to be pursued, or a 

blic investigation is to be instituted, the commissioner 
taken time to consider. 

Without venturing to express an opinion on the 
point awaiting judgment, we cannot doubt that it 
is, at all events, of much importance to the com- 
munity that the utmost publicity should be given 
to such a case. It is difficult to calculate to what 
extent the credulity of persons desiring to make more 
than ey pevitable investinents may lead them ; 
but surely such cases as this (provided the allegations of 
the petition be true), following after the exposure 
of the British Bank, will induce the most thought- 
less and credulous to be cautious into what undertakings 
they enter. Still, a large proportion of the community, 
being unfitted by their habits and pursuits for form- 
ing a just opinion as to safe investment, must neces- 
sarily place confidence in the character and standing of 
commercial men, who lend their names to public enter- 
prises; and it is, therefore, of the most essential im- 
portance that those who dishonestly or carelessly permit 
their names to be held out as guarantees of the respecta- 
bility and solvency of such undertakings, should be 
— and condemned when it turns out that fraud 
and misrepresentation are resorted to in order to keep 
up the credit of the establishment. In a word, the 
time has now come when every person who allows 
his name to go forth as the director of a company 
must take all reasonable personal trouble to ascertain 
that he is not duped by managers or other officials, 
and to know the actual condition and circumstances 
of the concern. The system of fancy boards must 
be got rid of, and every director must be prepared to 
be treated as if he were carrying on the business on 
his own account specifically. No doubt Mr. Purdie 
and other shareholders of “The Electric” are not sorry 
that it was converted into a “limited” company, but 
their just indignation will not be the less strong against 
the gentlemen of respectable name who, reporting 
in favour of a twenty per cent. dividend out of profits, 
induced them to invest their money in Power, Light, 
and Colour. As to the juvenile inventor of these won- 
derful contrivances, by which this company was to enrich 
its shareholders, it does not appear to what extent he is 
responsible in a commercial point of view. He may 
very well have believed in his own patent schemes, and 
may be most gravely disappointed; but he is not by 
many the first projector of whose labours the result has 
been fumus ex fulgore. 


SS 


Legal News. 


HOME CIRCUIT.—Krneston. 
(Before Mr. Justice ERLE.) 

Munster v. The South Eastern Railway Company.—Mar. 27. 

This action was brought for an alleged refusal, on the part of 
the railway company, to carry certain articles or packages 
which the plaintiff proposed to take with him as luggage from 
London to Tunbridge Wells. 

Mr. Bovill and Mr. Garth were counsel for the plaintiff; Mr. 
Edwin James and Mr. Wollett for the defendant. 

Onthe 10th of December, 1856, the plaintiff took a first-class 
pal the rained terminus for Tunbridge Wells. He had 

among other packages, a railway rug strapped up, 

and in which was enclosed a book and another small article or 
two. This parcel he requested the porter to label and put in 
pokina but he was that it was against the 
pof the company to put articles of that description in 








the luggage van, and the company’s servant offered to 
take it to the ‘carriage in which the plaintiff proposed 


.to take his seat. The plaintiff, however, insisted Be ws his 
sed to 


right to have it placed in the luggage van, and 

have it in the carriage with him; it was eventually left upon 
the platform, and thence conveyed to the lost property 
office. The same course was taken by the plaintiff upon three 
subsequent occasions, with the same result. The plaintiff after- 
wards claimed his property; but the company refused to deliver 
it up without payment of the charges for warehousing, &e.; and 
to the count in detinue there was a plea setting up & right of 
lien for those charges. 

At the conclusion of the plaintiff’s case, Mr. James submitted 
that the regulations made by the company for the carriage of 
parcels like those in question were reasonable and proper; and 
that there was, therefore, no refusal by the defendants to carry, 
as alleged in the declaration; and, with reference to the 
detaining of those articles, that the defendants had a lien for 
their charges in respect of them. 

The learned Judge being of that opinion also, a nonsuit was 
entered, and leave was reserved to the plaintiff to move to enter 
a verdict for him if the Court should be of a different opinion. 


Hale v. Bates, P.O—Mar. 30. 

Declaration for work done, and expenses necessarily incurred 
by the plaintiff in travelling and attending as a witness for the 
defendant, upon the trial of a certain action, viz. Bates v. Elton. 
Plea—never indebted. 

Serjeant Shee and Mr. Ogle were counsel for the plaintiff; 
Mr. Lush and Mr. C. E. Pollock, for the defendant. 

The action had been commenced in the county court, but 
was removed by certiorari by the defendant. 

The plaintiff is an attorney at Bath; and the action was 
brought under the following circumstances:—Lord C. Gordon 
was arrested last year by the sheriff of Somersetshire (Sir Arthur 
Elton), for £103, and the plaintiff induced the sheriff’s officer 
to allow him to go at large, by promising that the sheriff 
should not suffer for the escape; and he gave his cheque for the 
£103, as a security for the amount. The judgment debtor was 
afterwards surrendered again into the hands of the sheriff, and 
the cheque returned; but the judgment creditor, Bates (the de- 
fendant in the present suit), as the public officer of the West of 
England Banking Company, brought an action against the 
sheriff for the escape, and in that action the defendant 
paid 40s. into court, and pleaded no iamages ultra; and upon 
the trial at Guildhall on December } 4, 1857, a verdict was found 
for the defendant. On the afternovn of December 8 the plaintiff, 
being in London, was served with a subpcena, on the part of 
Bates, to produce the above-mentioned cheque, and attend at 
Guildhall on the following morning, and so from day to day 
until the cause of Bates v. Elton was tried. The plaintiff, on 
being served, said to the person who served him, that he was 
very much surprised; that he had intended to have returned to 
Bath again that evening: and he inquired whether he should be 


compelled to stop in London, and attend at Guildhall, or whe- 


ther he might go home; but the only answer he got was a re- 
ference to the terms of the writ of subpcena, and an intimation 
that he must use his own discretion in the matter. In the 
course of the following day he was subpcenaed on the part of 
the sheriff, and informed by his agent that he might return to 
Bath, and that he should be telegraphed for when wanted. The 
sheriff having succeeded in the action of Bates y. Elton, his 
attorney, previous to the taxation of costs, paid the plaintiff for 
his attendance as a witness at the rate of three guineas a day 
for eleven days—viz. from the the 8th to the 18th December, and 
2. 6s. 10d. for travelling expenses, amountiug altogether to 
36/. 19s. 10d., on condition that if any part of that sum should 
be disallowed by the taxing master, the amount so disallowed 
should be refunded. Upon the taxation of costs the Master 
only allowed for the plaintiff's attendance during the six days 
preceding the trial—the other witnesses for sheriff 
having been in attendance during that time only—where- 
upon the plaintiff refunded to the sheriff's attorney the 
sum of fifteen guineas, in pursuance of the condition 
upon which his claim had been settled And he now 
sought to recover that sum from the present defendant, toge- 
ther with the expenses of another journey from London to Bath 
gnd back, which he undertook on Saturday, the 12th of Decem- 
ber, to get the cheque mentioned in the subpana. 

Mr. Lush, for the defendant, contended, in the first place, that 
the plaintiff did not remain in London from the 8th to the 12th 
of December in consequence of the subpoena served upon him 
on the part of the defendant Bates; and in support of that 
view he dwelt upon the fact that he did not provide himself 
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with the cheque mentioned in the subpoena until he went to 
Bath on the 12th of December; and again, upon the fact that 
the sheriff’s agent told him on the 9th of December, that he might 
return to Bath, and should be telegraphed for when wanted. 
Secondly, he contended that, at all events, the plaintiff could 
not recover three guineas a-day, but only one guinea a-day, and 
that for his necessary expenses, nothing being recoverable by 
way of compensation for loss of time: Collins v. Godefroy (1 B. 
& Ad. 950). And, thirdly, he relied upon the payment to the 
plaintiff by the sheriff’s agent, and contended that the condition 
under which a portion of the money was refunded was a fraud 
upon the law, and the repayment consequently made at the 
plaintiff’s own peril. 

ERLE, J., in summing up, said, that the question for the jury 
was, whether or no the plaintiff stayed in town from the 8th 
to the 12th of December, in consequence of the subpoena served 
upon him on the part of Bates, the plaintiff in the action of 
Bates v. Elton. ‘The plaiatiff swore that he did, and no evi- 
dence had been called to contradict him; and the conversation 
that took place between him and the person who served him, as 
to when the trial would come on, and what he might do about 
going back to Bath, shows that he was held at arm’s 
length, and would have disobeyed the direct letter of 
the command of the subpcna at his peril. That being 
so, it was no defence for the defendant to say that the 
plaintiff was told by the plaintiff’s agent that he might 
return to Bath, and should be telegraphed for when 
wanted ; that had nothing to do with the defendant or 
the obedience due to his writ of subpcena. His Lordship then 
ruled, that there was nothing in the condition under which the 
plaintiff refunded to the sheriff's agent part of the money re- 
ceived from<him, to disentitle him from maintaining the present 
action; and that only one guinea a day was recoverable for 
expenses, and nothing for loss of time.—Verdict for plaintiff, 
five guineas. 

Leave was reserved for the plaintiff to move to increase 
the verdict by ten guineas, if the Court should think the 
plaintiff could recover for loss of time; and for the defendant to 
enter a verdict for him if the Court should think the payment 
by the sheriff's agent an absolute payment, and a bar to the 
action. 





NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Liverpoot. 
(Before Mr. Baron Martin.)—WMar. 27. 

In our number of the 6th ult. we gave an account of the 
examination of James and Charles Mellor, solicitors, recently 
in business at Ashton-under-Lyne, on several charges of 
forgery. 

In the course of that examination it was urged that most of 
the crimes said to have been committed by the prisoners did 
not come under the legal definition of forgery. It was gene- 
rally supposed that the case would be one of great length and 
peculiar difficulty ; and many persons were of opinion that the pri- 
soners would escape. The counsel for the prosecution, however, 
determined to confine themselves to a proof of the one unques- 
tionable act of forgery of which the elder prisoner had been 
guilty, namely, the fraudulent alterations of a word and figure 
in the receipt which had been given him by Mr. Fothergill. 
The grand jury now returned five true bills for forgery against 
the elder prisoner, James Mellor, but ignored the indictment 
against the son, Charles. 

James Mellor, described in the calendar as a solicitor, sixty 
years of age, and of superior education, was now arraigned on 
the charge of having, “on the 24th of December, 1857, felo- 
niously forged a certain acquittance or receipt for money, and 
with having afterwards uttered the same, well knowing it to be 
forged.” He pleaded Not Guilty. The Attorney-General (Mr. 
Bliss, Q.C.), assisted by Mr. Leresche, conducted the case for 
the prosecution; the prisoner was defended by Mr. Wheeler. 

The Attorney-General said:—Mrs. Clarke employed the pri- 
soner as her agent and attorney, treating him in the most con- 
fidential manner. He had up to this time enjoyed a high 
reputation for honesty and integrity, as well as for professional 
skill, and she had entrusted him with money to a very consi- 
derable amount. Among other persons who had an interest 
under the will of which Mrs. Clarke was executrix, was a Mrs. 
Agnes Fothergill, and she claimed on one occasion to have a 
payment made to her of £450. Mrs. Clarke gave directions to 
the prisoner to make that payment. ‘lhe prisoner then sent to 
Mrs. Fothergill, by a person named Wright, the sum of £150, 
together with a receipt for that amount, which had been pre- 
pared by him. Mr. Wright took the money and the receipt to 
Mrs. Fothergill, and she, in the presence of her husband, 
accepted the money, and signed a receipt for £150, Mr. Wright 








received back the receipt from her, and gave it to the prisoner, 
Some time afterwards, in the month of December last, Mrs, 
Clarke, in consequence of something which she had 
desired her sister, Miss Hart, to go over to Ashton and have 
some communicatior with the prisoner. Miss Hart accordingly 
went to Ashton, called upon the prisoner at his office, and 
asked him if he had paid Mrs. Fothergill the money. He said 
he had done so. She then asked him to show her the receipt 
for it. The prisoner produced the receipt mentioned ; but when 
produced it purported to be for £450, instead of £150, for 
which it was actually given—the word “one” having been 
changed into “four,” and the figures 150 into 450. Both these 
alterations had been-made in the prisoner’s handwriting. The 
receipt was given up to Miss Hart. 

The jury returned a verdict of Guilty. 

Mr. Wheeler said, he had several witnesses to call, who would 
speak to the previous excellent character of the prisoner. He 
then produced the Rev. Mr. Parkes, of Ashton, who stated that 
he, as clergyman of the parish, had known the prisoner most 
intimately for nearly nine years. Before these unfortunate 
transactions he had known nothing of him but what was good. 
His conduct had been that of an honest man and a Christian. 
He was so considered by all who knew him. The prisoner had 
a very large family. 

Mr. Wheeler mentioned that several other gentlemen of the 
highest respectability—one of them a magistrate—had also at- 
tended to bear similar testimony in the prisoner's favour, but as 
they did not suppose that the case would close so soon they 
were not then present in court. 

His Lorpsure.—I need not tell you that it will not make 
any earthly difference to the prisoner. The only effect of such 
evidence will be to show that he was not only a rogue, but a 
hypocrite—that ’s all. He then proceeded to pass sentence on 
the prisoner in the following terms :— 

James Mellor, you have been convicted upon the clearest 
possible evidence of forgery—of forging a receipt. ‘This is, in 
itself, a most serious offence. But in this particular case, in 
addition to being a forgery, it was a robbery. You robbed 
Mrs. Clarke of £300. You robbed her of that money 
as clearly, as deliberately, as plainly, as if you had picked her 
pocket or broken into her house. And, in my judgment, this is 
worse even than a robbery, because you have effected it by 
taking advantage of the confidence which she reposed in you as 
aman of honesty and honour—as a man in whose hands she 
believed her money to be as safe as if it had been in her own. 
You abused her trust, and applied this money to your own use, 
thereby robbing her of it. Now, if this had been the only case 
against you, it would have been about as bad a case as could 
possiby be. Most persons must, of necessity, employ attorneys, 
but ladies more particularly are compelled to do so. It is 
utterly and totally impossible that a lady like Mrs. Clarke 
could conduct her business as executrix of Mr. Hart’s will, ex- 
cept with the assistance of an attorney. They are em- 
ployed because they are supposed to be persons of honesty 
and probity—to say nothing of honour—in whom the greatest 
confidence can be safely reposed. Therefore, I say, if this had 
been the only case of the kind against you, it would have been 
about as bad a case of rabbery as could possibly be committed 
by anyone. But I know, from the depositions before me, that 
this is but one of a series of frauds of which you have been 
guilty. You committed forgery after forgery, year after year, 
getting your clerk, a wretched boy in your office, to sign a deed, 
which purported that he was the owner of a large property; and 
you thus raised money upon that pretended deed, though it was 
nothing more than a mere falsehood, written upon parchment. 
For myself, with the exception of one case—that of a man now 
dead (Sadleir)—I never heard of forgeries committed in this 
manner. Whether you imitated his example by preparing these 
forms of imaginary title deeds, I cannot say. And you are not 
content with being concerned in this matter yourself, but you 
must drag your unfortunate son into it also; and he and 
you together, in consequence, no doubt, of Miss Hart having 
arranged to come that morning according to her appoint- 
ment, abscond to America, to escape the punishment of 
your crimes, A gentleman of the greatest respectability, 
I have no doubt, has been called to state the impression which 
your previous conduct had made on hisgnind. He said that he 
had always looked upon you as a man of honesty and integrity, 
and, I think he said, as a true Christian. The only effect of 
such evidence is to convince me, as I have already said, that, 
in addition to being a very great rogue, you are also a very 
great hypocrite; and I should be wanting in my duty if I did 
not impose upon you the heaviest punishment which the law will 
allow. A very few years ago, as sure as you are a living 
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man, you would have been executed for this crime. At your 
period of life it may matter but little what term of punishment 


is inflicted. But it is my duty to pass such a sentence upon: 


you as will deter others from acting as you have done. The 
sentence is, that you be kept in penal servitude for the term of 
your natural life. 

The prisoner, who seemed to be considerably moved by the 
severe language of the learned judge, but who appeared at the 
same time to be perfectly resigned to his fate, was then removed 
from the dock. 


COURT’ OF CHANCERY. 
A STATEMENT OF THE BUSINESS IN THE JUDGES’ CHAM- 
BERS IN THE UNDERMENTIONED MATTERS FOR THE YEARS 
ENDING NOVEMBER, 1853, 1854, 1855, 1856, & 1857. 
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MURDEROUS ATTACK UPON A SOLICITOR. 

At the Police Court at Newcastle-upon-Tyne, on Thurs- 
day, the 25th ult., Frederic Swan Todd, of that town, glass 
bottle manufacturer, was brought up, charged with an a 
to murder Mr. George T. Gibson, solicitor, by stabbing him in 
the head and neck with a case knife whilst sitting in his office 
on the previous night. In consequence of the injuries which 
Mr. Gibson had sustained, an application was made to remand 
the prisoner until the 30th; and the evidence of a surgeon, as 
to the extent of the wounds received by Mr. Gibson having 
been taken, an attorney, who appeared for the prisoner, asked to 
have him handed over to his friends, who would undertake to 
keep him in safe custody, on the ground that he was not in a 
sane state of mind when he committed the assault. The medi- 
cal evidence was heard by the magistrates, as to the prisoner’s 
alleged insanity; they declined to accede to the application 
made on his behalf, and he was, therefore, remanded till the 
30th ult. On that day Mr. Gibson was so far recovered as to 
be able to attend the police court; but the surgeon to the gaol 
having certified that the prisoner was in a highly nervous state, 
rendering it probable that he would not be in a fit state to 
appear in answer to the charge for a few days, the magistrate 
formally remanded the case to Thursday, the 1st of April, when 
it will be again remanded to the 8th. 


ATTEMPTED SUICIDE OF A SOLICITOR CHARGED 
WITH FORGERY. 

Mr. Dennis Trenfield, solicitor, late of Winchcomb, where 
for many years he held the appointment of clerk to the 
Magistrates and Commissioners of Taxes, and of registrar of 
the County Court, besides having a large and lucrative practice 
in the surrounding district, a few weeks since attempted to 
commit suicide by shooting himself in the head, at an hotel in 
London. With great surgical skill, though not till after the 
lapse of some days, during which his life was despaired of, he 
was placed out of danger. It was then ascertained that his 
affairs were considerably involved; and reports were circulated 
that he had committed numerous forgeries, and he was placed 
in the custody of the police, an officer remaining with him con- 
stantly until he had so far recovered as to be moved to Winch- 
comb, to undergo an examination before the magistrates. On 
Monday last he was charged before them with having forged 
the name of a Mr. Timbrill, and of a clergyman, the Rev. E. 
Dupré, to a bond for £200, dated February 14, 1854, which 
he passed to a client named Edwards, who had applied to him 
to obtain security for that amonnt. The prisoner had appro- 
priated the money to his own use, and had paid interest to 
Edwards ever since, the forgery not being detected till the 
dreadful occurrence alluded to above. The case was clearly 
proved, and he was committed for trial at the ensuing Glou- 
cester assizes, the magistrates refusing bail. He was in a most 
desponding state of mind; and, from the injuries inflicted by 
the pistol, and the mental sufferings he had since experienced, 
could hardly be recognised. It is said that many other for- 
geries, and other delinquencies scarcely less criminal, have been 
perpetrated by him; and it is supposed that his pecuniary em- 
barrassments are attributable to an improvident and irregular 
course of life. 


LAW REFORM AT HOBART TOWN. 

Mr. R. W. Nutt, now one of the most eminent solicitors in 
Hobart Town, and a member of the House of Assembly there, 
has introduced into the colonial legislature a bill for the relief 
of executors and administrators, which will probably become 
law. Mr. Nutt was for many years in a well-known London 
office, and emigrated in search of fortune asa solicitor. He 
appears to have now obtained a position of considerable in- 
fluence. We think that the following abridgment of his speech 
will be interesting to many of our readers :— 

Mr. Nutt observed, that the bill treated of a subject of gene- 
ral interest, not only to the profession but to society at large, 
and effected an important and radical change in the existing 
state of the law by which the duties and liabilities of executors 
are defined. It is an idea, almost universally prevalent, that, 
if an executor advertises for claims against his testator’s estate 
and pays all those of which he has notice, he is safe in paying 
legacies and distributing the property as directed by the will, 
and that he is not afterwards liable to creditors who had not 
sent in their claims. That impression is wholly unfounded, 
for an executor is bound to pay the testator’s debts to the ex- 
tent of the assets which come to his hands; and if he pays lega- 
cies or divides the assets as directed by the will, leaving any 
debts unpaid, he is, to that extent, liable to pay unpaid creditors 
out of his own pocket, although he had no notice of their claims 
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when he distributed the property; and he is not, as he ought 
to be, free from such liability, by waiting a year from the tes- 
tator’s death and advertising for claims before distributing the 
property. The hardship of this state of the law would be 
illustrated by two examples, Take the case of a merchant or 
settler dying perfectly solvent, leaving his affairs in exact 
order, and his books and accounts kept with the precision of a 
banker. [lis executor waits a ‘year, advertises for claims, pays 
all that come under his notice, and distributes the surplus pro- 
perty among the legatees or family of the deceased. Years roll 
on, and then the executor finds that the deceased had become 
surety for a friend upon a cash credit, or surety for some pub- 
lic officer, or had given an indemnity or guarantee against some 
bad title. In such a case the executor would be bound to pay 
the claim out of his own pocket, and get repayment, if he 
could, from legatees or next of kin of the deceased, who may 
have died, or become insolvent, or departed from the colony in 
the meantime. But take the more common case of one of 
several trustees. A man may be trustee under a will. or 
settlement and leave the active duties to his co-trustee. That 
co-trustee may fraudulently, or from an error in judgment, 
misapply trust fund:. The innocent trustee dies, his executors 
pay all his debts, ani distribute the rest of his property among 
his family, and many years afterwards they may be compelled 
to pay over a large sum of money in consequence of a breach of 
trust, of which not only they, but the testator for whose estate 
they were acting, were equally ignorant. The House should 
bear in mind that a man’s books and accounts, however accu- 
rate, never disclose the fact that he has become surety for 
others, or that he has acted as a trustee or executor in a variety 
of cases. Unfortunately, too, lapse of time affords no relief in 
such eases. The hon. member described a case in which a 
breach of trust occurred in 1801 from mere inadvertence; the 
trustee died leaving a will, his executors paid allhis debts, and 
divided the rest of his property among his family, and 35 years 
afterwards were made liable to pay out of their own pockets 
several thousand pounds. - The only remedy for this state of 
things was, in England until a few years since, and is even now 
in this colony, a suit in Equity for the administration of the es- 
tate; but that remedy is attended with great expense, and if an ex- 
ecutor resort to it voluntarily and without notice of any adverse 
or disputed claims, he may become liable to pay the costs of the suit. 
The law as it at present stood provided that upon the petition 
of an executor or administrator, the Court shall refer it to the 
Master of the Court to advertise for and take an account of the 
liabilities of a deceased person, and for the subsequent division 
of his property under the direction of the Court; but this, 
although a great improvement, did not in his opinion go far 
enough. He thought that, after the lapse of a year from a man’s 
death, the executor or administrator should be at liberty to adver- 
tise for claims, and that after satisfying those of which he had 
notice, he should be at liberty to divide the surplus assets in his 
hands among the legatees or next of kin as the case might be, 
without troubling any court upon the subject, and that, after 
he has done so, and had filed his accounts with the registrar of 
the Court, he should be discharged from outstanding claims of 
which he had notice. In such case the outstanding claimants 
would still be at liberty to prefer their claims against the 
legatees or next of kin among whom the assets had been 
divided, but not against the executor. The average expense 
of winding up an estate under the proposed Bill would 
not exceed £7, or if the testator had dealings in England 
about £12, The 16th section contained another important al- 
teration in the law. At present the agent here of an executor in 
England is required, on obtaining administration from our 
Supreme Court, to give his bond, with two or more sureties, for 
4 sum equal to double the amount of the assets here. There was 
often a difficulty in obtaining such security, and always a reluct- 
ance to ask for it, arising from a fear of being asked to become 
surety in return. The reason why security is required from 
administrators is that the deceased person has not by the 
appointment of executors confided his property to their care, 
but where he has appointed executors the Court is not bound to 
require security from them, and there ean be no reason therefore 
why any more than the agent's bond should be required from 
him. Again, under the present state of the law the agent is not 
released, as he ought to be, when he accounts and remits to his 
principal, the executor ; and therefore this Bill makes an alter- 
ation in the law to that extent. An executor proving a will 
undertakes a troublesome and responsible duty, generally with- 
out any remuneration, and one which it is important to the 
community that honest and cautious men should not be deterred 


revision. It would not limit in any way the right of creditors, 
legatees, and others, to sue, nor would it limit or a the 
powers or jurisdiction of the Supreme Court. Although he had 
every confidence in the soundness of the principle on which the 
Bill was framed, yet, as it was in advance of the present state of 
the law in Eugland, it was gratifying to its promoters to know, 
and it would be satisfactory to the House to hear, that the prin- 
ciple had just received the high sanction of Lord St. Leon 
formerly Sir Edward Sugden, one of our first real property an 
equity lawyers. So recently as the end of July last that emi- 
nent authority had said that an executor or administrator, after 
giving such notice as would be given by the Court of Chancery 
in an administration suit, ought not to be liable for distri- 
buting the assets in his hands, and that was the principle on 
which this Bill was framed long before the opinion of Lord 
St. Leonards reached the colony. 





From a return, moved for by Lord Cranworth, for the year 
ending 11th of October, 1857, it appears that the number of 
days on which the Country Commissioners in Bankruptcy pre- 
sided in their respective courts were:—At Birmingham, Mr. 
Commissioner Balguy, 81; Leeds, Mr. Commissioner West, 92; 
Leeds District, Mr. Commissioner Ayrton, 195; Liverpool, Mr. 
Commissioner Stevenson, 168; Liverpool District, Mr. Commis- 
sioner Perry, 156; Newcastle-on-Tyne, Mr. Commissioner 
Ellison, 190; Bristol, Mr. Commissioner Hill, 139; Exeter, Mr. 
Commissioner Bere, 96; Manchester, Mr. Commissioners Jem- 
mett and Skirrow, 269. Number of days on which the Regis- 
trar acted as deputy:—Birmingham, 240 ; Leeds, 85 ; Leeds 
District, 11; Liverpool, 1; Liveryool District, 2; Newcastle-on- 
Tyne, 95; Bristol, 169; Exeter, 3; Manchester, 40. Number 
of publie and private sittings before the Commissioners ;—Bir- 
mingham, Mr. Commissioner Balguy, 730; Leeds, Mr. Commis- 
sioner West, 444 ; Leeds District, Mr. Commissioner Ayrton, 
646 ; Liverpool, Mr. Commissioner Stevenson, 574 ; Liverpool 
District, Mr. Commissioner Perry, 476 ; Newcastle-on-Tyne, 
Mr. Commissioner Ellison, 710; Bristol, Mr. Commissioner Hill, 
802 ; Exeter, Mr. Commissioner Bere, 247 ; Manchester, Mr. 
Commissioners Jemmett and Skirrow, 733. Number of public 
and private sittings at which the Registrar acted as deputy — 
Birmingham, 1,076; Leeds, 194; Leeds District, 11; Liverpool, 
1 ; Liverpool District, 2 private sittings ; Newcastle-on-Tyne, 
65; Bristol, 178; Exeter, 10; Manchester, 63.—Law Amend- 
ment Journal. 

We regret to announce the death, under very painful 
circumstances, of Mr. J. F. Pratt, solicitor, and clerk to the 
county court of this town. Mr. Pratt had been involved in 
pecuniary difficulties, and the importunities of his numerous 
creditors appear to have brought about a gradual aberration of 
mind. On Thursday morning, as he did not come down stairs, Mrs. 
Pratt went up to ascertain the cause, and was horrified to find 
her husband on the floor in a state of insensibility, with a pistol 
recently dischargedlying nearhim. It appears that he had effected 
his rash purpose by firing the pistol into his ear, the bullet 
lodging in the brain. He lingered till about a quarter to one 
o'clock, when death ensued, Mr. Pratt was only about thirty 
years of age.—Berwick Warder. 


Se EEE 
Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


PRACTICE—SALE UNDER ORDER OF COURT—OPENING 
Bippincs—SALe BY SEALED ‘TENDERS. 
Barlow vy. Osborne, 6 W. R, 315. 

Under the old practice, which continued until the Chancery 
Amendment Acts and Orders of 1852, the highest bidder at @ 
sale by auction, under an order of the Court, obtained the 
master’s certificate to the effect that he was the purchaser of 
the lot in question, but the purchase was not completed until 
the Court made an order confirming the master’s report. Until 
that step was taken, the contract was always, and even after- 
ward it was sometimes, liable to be rescinded, by any person— 
whether a party to the suit or not-—desiring to become a pur- 
chaser of the same lot, and willing to make such an advance in 
the purchase-money as would induce the Court to open the bid- 
dings, Since the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 80g@ame into operation, there 
is, of course, no occasion for any motion to co’ the certifi- 
cate, which is analogous in the case of a sale under a decree 
to the master’s report; but under the 34th section of that Act, 
where any certificate of the chief clerk shall have been, si 
and adopted by the judge, it is binding on all parties, unless dis- 
charged or varied, If the certificate has not signed by 
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liberty to take the judge’s opinion within four days after the chief 
clerk has signed, and at the expiration of four days from such 
signature the judge signs, unless some party has obtained a 
summons to take the judge’s opinion. Eight days after the 
certificate has received the signature of the judge it becomes 
absolute, if there has been no motion to discharge or vary it. 
Therefore, where the chief clerk certifies a purchaser at a sale, 
under an order of the Court, after the last-mentioned period of 
eight days has elapsed the biddings cannot be opened, except, 
perhaps, in such a case as would have been sufficient to have 
opened them after the master’s report laid been confirmed 
absolutely. The signature by the judge is equivalent to the 
order nisi under the old practice; and, therefore, unless in some 
very exceptional case, an application to open the biddings must 
be made within ‘eight days from the date of the judge's signa- 
ture, or it cannot be made at all. This was clearly settled in 
Bridger v. Penfold (1 Kay & Joh. 28), and is now affirmed by 
the decision of the House of Lords, in Barlow v. Osborne. 

It should be borne in mind, that, though the certificate, after 
it has been signed and approved by the judge, may be imme- 
diately filed, it does not become absolute until eight days from 
the date of the signature and approval have expired; whereas 
the master’s report—under the old practice—could not be filed 
until it was rendered absolute by an order confirming it. 

In Barlow v. Osborne, the sale directed was not a sale by 
auction, but a sale by sealed tenders, which were to be treated 
as confidential. The chief clerk had certified that the appel- 
lant was the purchaser; but on the day when the judge signed 
the certificate, the respondent, who was not a party to 
the suit, took out a summons to open the biddings, whereupon 
Stuart, V..C., made an order (affirmed on appeal by the Lords 
Justices) to that effect, simply upon the ground that the 
respondent was willing to give an advance of price. On the 
appeal to the House of Lords it was contended for the appel- 
lant that the rule of the Court as to opening biddings in an 
auction did not apply to such a case as the present, where 
there was a special contract, the very form of which was dic- 
tated by the Court. The appellant's offer, moreover, by the 
terms of the contract, was to be treated confidentially, which is 
quite opposed to the system on which auctions are conducted. 

There is no doubt that the Court does apply a different rule 
in the case of sales under its decree by auction and by private 
contract ; and thé point, therefore, in Barlow v. Osborne, was 
narrowed to this—assuming the practice as to sales by auction 
to be what has been stated—whether the sale by sealed tender 
was to be regarded as a sale by auction, or by private contract ? 
In the latter case, the rule of the Court, which permits the 
intervention of a stranger to open the biddings on a sale by 
auction, does not apply. In Millican v. Vanderplank (11 Hare, 
186), Wood, V.C., held that where the Master had, in the pre- 
sence of the parties, approved of a sale by private contract, 
whether under a special reference or under the 4th General 
Order of 16th July, 1851, no stranger could intervene to 
prevent the confirmation of the report; and his Honour refused 
to disturb the sale on the mere ground that a larger price had 
been offered subsequently to the contract, and before such 
confirmation. In order to do so in the case of a sale by private 
contract, there must be some error or miscarriage in the pro- 
ceedings, or the price agreed upon must be grossly inadequate. 

The policy of this distinction between the rights of purchasers 
by public auction and private contract in sales directed by the 
Court, has been frequently called in question. It is calculated, 
no doubt, to damp the ardour of a bidder at an auction to know 
that—while he is bound to his bargain when declared the 
highest bidder—yet, if within twelve days afterwards any 
stranger should be prepared to give a higher price, he may open 
the biddings, and thereby set aside the contract that has been 
made in reference to the property. A sale by private contract 
can only be set aside upon any one or more of the grounds 
which we have already stated; and there is no valid reason why 
a sale by public auction, under the order of the Court, should be 

set aside upon any other grounds. A mere advance in the 
Price is as good a ground in one case as in the other; but in 
neither is it any sufficient ground, unless the price is grossly 
uate, or unless fraud be imputed to the intending pur- 

¢ » What Lord Cranworth suggested to this effect in his 
J tt in Barlow v, Osborne, is only what has long been felt 
In profession; and it is to be hoped that, inasmuch as the 
anomaly can only be removed by legislative enactment, some of 
our Law Amendment Acts of this session will contain a clause 
— an end to the arbitrary distinction which has been here 
out, and enacting that no sale by auction under a decree 

be opened unless for the same reason that would be sufli- 


In the case now before us Lord Cranworth was of opinion 
that a sale by sealed tenders was in effect a sale by auction; 
his Lordship regarding the various sealed tenders as so many 
different biddings. Lord Wensleydale was of the same opinion, 
because, though the highest offer was not known until the chief 
clerk had made his certificate, all others who had tendered could 
then know what the highest offer was, and ought to be able 
to bid again if they were so disposed. Lord Brougham 
was inclined to think the two species of sale by no means 
identical, but rather contrasted. The cise, however, by the 
judgment of the House of Lords was brought within the rule 
affecting sales by auction; and, therefore, until some change is 
made in such rule by legislative enactment, a person who shall 
be declared the purchaser of a property having made the 
highest offer by sealed tender—an offer, moreover, beyond the 
reserved bidding for the same property, when it was shortly 
before offered for sale by auction without finding a purchaser— 
is liable to have the contract set aside at.any time within eight 
days after the judge has approved of the chief clerk’s certifi- 
cate, certifying the purchase. 

Winpinc-up AcTts—SvuiT AGAINST OFFICIAL MANAGER. 

Robson v. M‘Creight, 6 W. R. 385. 

There never were any statutes which have been so pertina- 
ciously misunderstood as the Winding-up Acts. It was some 
time before the Courts were fully imbued with the real purpose 
and principle of the old Acts of 1848-49. This was nothing 
more than to secure a proper apportionment of liability among 
the contributories. Creditors were left to their old remedies, 
the only restriction on them being, that they should, before 
taking any steps at law, or in equity, first tender a proof of 
debt in the winding-up, the object of this provision being, to 
enable the Court the better to ascertain what were the liabili- 
ties to be provided for, The consequence of this was, that, 
after a company was ordered to be wound up, every creditor 
who had proved had the same remedies at law and in equity 
against the official manager, which he had before against the 
company. In Robson v. M*Creight, this doctrine, after having 
been again and again established, was once more contested, and 
once more affirmed. The case was that of an insurance com- 
pany, which had adopte? a form of policy now very common, 
by which the stock, funas, and property of the company were 
charged with payment of the sum insured, with a proviso, that 
shareholders were not to be liable beyond their shares. Much 
difference of opinion formerly existed as to the operation of such 
a clause. Whether the directors who signed were personally 
liable, whether an absolute debt was incurred by the company 
itself, or whether there was any remedy at all at law, were 
questions much discussed in a series of cases, including Hallett 
v. Dowdall (16 Jur. 462), in which the judges were much 
divided. Since that time it has been quite settled that, what- 
ever may be the legal rights of the insured in such a case, he is 
entitled to come into a court of equity to enforce his charge 
against the property of the company. This was first deter- 
mined in Law v. London Indisputable Assurance Company (1 Kay 
& Joh. 223). It followed, therefore, in the present case, that the 
plaintiff had a right to tile a bill against the official manager to 
enforce his claim, unless the amending Act of last session had 
deprived him of the right. That Act ( 20 & 21 Vict. c. 78), 
prohibited, in certain cases, the bringing of any action or suit 
by a creditor until the leave of the Court had been first ob- 
tained; but the prohibition was expressly confined to cases 
where a creditors’ representative had been appointed, or at 
least advertised for. No sueh step had been taken in Rodsen 
v. M'‘Creight, and this objection was as unsuecessful as those 
founded on the earlier Acts. 

Another point, which was also held, and which had been de- 
cided in some earlier cases, was, that the stock, funds, and 
property of the company included all the unpaid as well as 
the paid-up portion of the subscribed capital. 


PRACTICE—EXPENSES OF WITNESS BROUGHT UP FOR CRoss- 
EXAMINATION, 
Davey v. Durant, 6 W. R. 405, 

The 38th section of the Chancery Improvement Act renders 
any witness, who has filed an affidavit, liable to cross-examina- 
tion, and directs that his expenses shall be paid in like manner 
as if the witness were the witness of the party eress-examining. 
In the present case the plaintiff summoned a defendant to 
attend a cross-examination) and the question was whether the 
defendant, being himself a party to the cause, could claim from 
the plaintiff his expenses in the same way as any other witness, 
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Glent to gpen a sale by private contract under a decree. 
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The Master of the Rolls, after consulting with the other judges, 
held that he could, 
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Cases at Common La specially Enteresting to Attorneys. 


Practice 1n DistraArintnc—How SuRPLUS TO BE DIS- 
POSED OF. 
Evans v. Wright, 2 H. & N. 527. 

The question in this case was, as to the proper practice to be 

followed by a broker, who, having distrained goods, and removed 
them from off the premises to a convenient place for sale, has rea- 
lised more than sufficient to satisfy the rent in arrear, and has to 
dispose of the surplus. It appeared that, after the distress was 
made, the defendant (who was the landlord’s broker) received 
notice from the plaintiffs that the tenant had previously assigned 
to them the furniture distrained as security for money advanced 
to him by them. On receiving this notice the defendant re- 
plied, that “he would take care it was properly acted upon;” 
but as the rent remained unpaid, the furniture was removed to 
an auction room, and there sold till sufficient was realised to 
pay the rent due and expenses; on which he stopped the sale, 
and returned the portion of the furniture remaining unsold to 
the tenant, together with the balance of the proceeds. The 
tenant, having afterwards sold the returned furniture, ab- 
sconded, and the plaintiffs now sued the broker for converting 
the goods; and a count was added for money had and re- 
ceived by him to the plaintiffs’ use. It was alleged in sup- 
port of this action, that as the broker had received notice 
from the plaintiffs of the goods having been assigned, he became 
eo instanti a bailee thereof, so far as regarded the surplus, 
and bound to redeliver them to the proper owner. And 
with respect to the balance of the proceeds of the sale, it was 
contended that the statute 2 W. & M. Sess. 1, ¢. 5, s. 2, 
which allowed the landlord to leave the overplus of the proceeds 
of a distress sold with the sheriff, if the owner was unknown, 
did not take away the real owner’s remedy by an action for 
money had and received. On both these points, however, the 
Court were adverse to the claim set up by the plaintiffs. They 
denied that any cause of action accrued to them against the 
defendant, by reason of their giving notice of their ownership 
in the goods; because the defendant had a clear right, and, in- 
deed, it was his duty, not to take on himself to decide on conflict- 
ing claims, but to return the goods, after satisfying the landlord’s 
claim thereon, to the place from whence he took them; and 
though the tenant afterwards fraudulently sold the property, 
it did not appear that the defendant had ever used a dominion 
over it, inconsistent with, or in defiance of, the plaintiffs’ title. 
With respect to the surplus of the proceeds of the sale, sought 
to be recovered as money had and received by the broker to 
the use of the plaintiffs, the Court wasof opinion that this part of 
the case was governed by Yates vy. Eastwood (6 Exch. 805); 
which showed that the plaintiffs’ remedy, if any, was in case against 
the defendant for not paying over such surplus to the sheriff 
under the above-mentioned statute; and that they were conse- 
quently precluded from recovering the surplus on the money 
count, which is founded on contract. 

PRACTICE—SEVERAL PLEAS, WHEN ALLOWED. 
Curteis v. The Anchor Insurance Company, 2 H. & N. 587. 
It appears by this case that permission to place together 

on the record different pleas, not founded on _ the 
same ground of defence so as to violate the pleading 
Rules, Trin. T. 1853, will not be refused, merely be- 
cause one or more of them may be open to demurrer. The 
action was on an annuity bond, and it was wished to plead (in 
addition to the general issue), 1. That the deed was not a 
valid one, because certain statutory requisites had not been 
complied with; and 2. That the deed was illegal, because it 
had been executed by the directors in excess of their authority, 
to the prejudice of the shareholders. It was admitted that this 
last plea was speculative merely, and chiefly founded on a dic- 
tum of the Court of Queen’s Bench, in their judgment in The 
Royal British Bank v. Turquand (5 Ell, & Bl. 248, 261; 6 Ell. 
& Bl. 327), but it was urged in support of its admission, that 
different evidence would be required to prove it from that 
which would maintain the first of the specia! pleas above-men- 
tioned. Ultimately the Court allowed the pleas as desired, 
(though they had previously been refused at chambers), but 
the defendant was placed on terms, and leave given to the 
plaintiff to reply forthwith, and add a rejoinder or demur. * 
County Covrt Practice—Removine Piamt By Crrti- 

ORARI AT THE INSTANCE OF THE DEFENDANT. 


Ex parte The Great Western Railway Company, 2 H. & N. 557. 
In this case it appeared on an application for a certiorari to 
remove a plaint from a county court, that it had been levied to 


a train. The defendants desired to remove the action to 
the Queen’s Bench, because they had been served with a 
notice from the plaintiff that he should summon a jury; and 
they believed that a jury of farmers in the neighbourhood would 
not be an impartial tribunal. Another ground was, that the 
construction of one of the provisions of the Lands Clauses 
Consolidation Act, 1845, would probably come into question, 
The defendants’ attorney had, accordingly, applied at chambers 
for the writ, but it had been refused by Martin, B., except on 
the terms that if the defendants succeeded the plaintiff should 
not pay more costs than if the case had been tried in the 
county court. To this condition the defendants’ attorney 
naturally objected; and he was supported by the Court, who 
observed that if the case had not been one in which the supe- 
rior court had concurrent jurisdiction—for example, if less than 
£5 had been claimed as damage—the terms proposed would 
have been reasonable; but not otherwise, as it must be taken 
as admitted that the case was one, in the opinion of the judge 
at chambers, fit to be tried in the superior court. 


Merrorouis Locat MANAGEMENT ACT—WHEN REMEDY 
GIVEN BY STATUTE TAKES AWAY THE Common Law 
AcTION. 

The Vestry of the Parish of St. Pancras v. Batterbury, 2 C. B. 

(N. 8.) 477. 

By the Metropolis Local Management Act (18 & 19 Vict. 
c. 120) it is provided, in the 105th section, that the owners or 
occupiers of houses in new streets are to pay the expense of 
such paving as shall be required to satisfy the parochial autho- 
rities; and by sect..225 the mode of enforcing this obligation 
is provided, viz., by proceeding before two justices of the peace. 
In the case under discussion, the owner had been required to 
pay certain paving expenses, and had failed to do so; whero- 
upon the parish had commenced an action, instead of 
ceeding before the magistrates. It was held, however, by the 
Court, that the action was not maintainable, on the general 
principle that, where an Act of Parliament creates a duty or 
obligation, and gives an express and peculiar remedy, adequate 
to cover the whole of the right invaded, the remedy so given must 
be exclusively adopted, and is not cumulative. The only de- 
cision which occasioned the Court any difficulty in laying down 
this doctrine, was the case of Shepherd v. Hills (11 Exch. 55), 
in which an action was held to be well brought for certain 
duties imposed by a local statute, although such duties might 
be also distrained for ; but that case was ultimately distin- 
guished, on the ground that the remedy by distress was not 
perfect, and also, that the words of the statute were not s0 
express as those used in the Metropolis Local Act in the 
parallel provision. 


MissoINDER OF DEFENDANT IN ACTION OF CONTRACT, 
WILL NOT BE AMENDED AFTER VERDICT. 
Wickens v. Steel, 2 C. B. CN. S.) 488. 

This case is noticeable as being one of the few in which the 
extensive powers of amendment conferred upon the judges by 
the Common Law Procedure Act, 1852, have received a restric- 
tive construction. The action was for work and labour as an 
attorney, in the conduct of a suit, upon the alleged retainer of 
G. S. & A. S., in which the plaintiffs had been nonsuited, At 
the trial, the evidence only showed a retainer by A. S.; and the 
jury returned a verdict against him, and for G. S., which the 
judge directed to be entered as a verdict for both defendants. 
Before it was ‘entered, however, he was asked to amend the 
record, by striking outthe name of G. S.; but he refused to do 
so, though he reserved the point for the consideration of the 
Court above. A rule was afterwards obtained to raise the 
question; and the Court held, in accordance with the opinion 
intimated at nisi prius, that there was no power to amend 
misjoinder as a variance, under the 37th section of the Act, 
which allows the name of a defendant, improperly joined in an 
action of contract, to be struck out, if it appears that no injus- 
tice will be done by such amendment. In the present case, G. 8. 
had been joined intentionally, with the deliberate p 
trying to fix him with liability, as was evidenced the 
application to strike out his name being only made after the 
jury had by their verdict negatived his liability. Moreover, 
that section did not authorise thesamendment of a variance 
after verdict, a course for which there was no authority. And 
with respect to the 222nd section of the same Act, the Court 
held that the power of amendment given thereby did not 
apply to the case before them, as therewas neither “ defect or 
error” in the proceeding, nor was the amendment necessary !or 
the purpose of determining in the existing suit the real question 





recover £32, the value of a bull killed on the above railway by 





in controversy between the parties. , 
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It may be observed that in Robson v. Doyle (3 Ell. & Bl. 
396), it was held that the proper course for the plaintiff, in an 
action of contract, who discovers at the trial that he has mis- 
joined a defendant, is to apply before verdict that the name of 
such defendant should be struck out. So also, although in 
Johnson v. Goslett (18 C. B. 728; 25 L. J., ©. B., 274) the 
misjoinder appears to have been amended after verdict, it was 
remarked by Cockburn, C. J., in the case under discussion, 
that this could only have been done on the question as to 
amendment being reserved for the opinion of the Court—the 
amendment sciadt have been applied for at the proper time, viz., 
before the verdict was given. (See also Greaves v. Humfries, 4 
Ell. & Bl. 851.) 

MAGISTRATES DECLINING TO EXERCISE JURISDICTION—DIs- 
MISSAL OF INFORMATION ON A PRELIMINARY OBJECTION. 
The Queen v. Brown, 7 Ell. & Bl. 757. 

This was a rule calling upon certain justices to show cause 
why a mandamus should not issue, commanding them to hear 
and determine an information exhibited against a part- 
owner of a coal mine by one of her Majesty’s inspectors of 
mines, for an offence committed under the 18 & 19 Vict. c. 108, 
the Act by which such mines are regulated. On the informa- 
tion in question being exhibited, the owner was summoned and 
the information heard; but after the hearing it was dismissed 
on an objection, taken by the attorney of the party proceeded 
against, viz., that there were other owners besides his client, and 
that the Act did not authorise an information against one only 
of several owners. It was held, however, by the Court, that the 
rule must be made absolute on two grounds:—First, because 
the objection itself was invalid, for there was no pretence for 
saying that on the proper construction of the statute a party 
charged with personal neglect was not separately liable; and, 
secondly, because the justices having dismissed the informa- 
tion, on the preliminary objection that tke proper parties were 
not before the Court, they could not be said, in upholding that 
objection, to have exercised the jurisdiction thrown upon them 
by law, but rather to have declined it. Wherever the decision 
of the magistrates was, in effect, that whatever they might think 
as to the merits, they could not give a judgment, from the want 
of right parties or any similar objection —there was a declining 
of jurisdiction; and this, at whatever period of the proceedings 
the objection might happen to be taken: otherwise a party 
would only have to lie by, and thereby turn a preliminary 
objection into one on the merits. 

Ce 


Professional Lntelligence. 


PUBLIC EXAMINATION.—Trinizy Term, 1858. 
Rules for the Public Examination of Candidates for Honours, or 
Certificates, entitling Students to be called to the Bar. 

An examination will be held in next Trinity Term, to which 
a student of any of the Inns of Court who is desirous of 
becoming a candidate for a studentship or honours, or of 
obtaining a certificate of fitness for being called to the bar, will 
be admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himself for examination 
will be required to enter his name at the Treasurer's Office of 
the Inn of Court to which he belongs, on or before Wednesday, 
the 12th day of May next, and he will further be required to 
state in writing whether his object in offering himself for exami- 
nation is to compete for a studentship or other honourable 
distinction; or whether he is merely desirous of obtaining a cer- 
tificate preliminary to a call to the bar. 

The examination will commence on Wednesday, the 19th day of 
May next, and will be continued on the Thursday and Friday 
following, 

It will take place in the Benchers’ Reading Room of 
Lincoln’s-inn ; and the doors will be closed ten minutes after 
the time appointed for the commencement of the examination. 

The examjnation by printed questions will be conducted in 
the following order :— 

Wednesday Morning, the 19th May, at half-past nine, on Con- 
stitutional and. al History ; in the Afternoon, at half. 
past one, on Equity. 

Thursday Morning, the 20th May, at half-past nine, on 
Common Law ; in the Afternoon, at half-past one, on the 
Law of Real Property, &c. 

Friday Morning, the 2\st of May, at half-past nine, on Juris- 
prudence the Civil Law; in the Afternoon, at half-past 


one, a paper will be given to the students including ques- 
upon all the foregoing subjects of examina- 





The oral examination will be conducted in the same order, 
during the same hours, and on the same subjects, as those. 
already marked out for the examination by printed questions, 
except that on Friday Afternoon there will be no oral examina- 
tion. The oral examination of each student will be conducted 
apart from the other students; and the character of that exami- 
nation will vary according as the student is a candidate for 
honours or a studentship, or desires simply to obtain a certificate. 
The oral examination and printed questions will be founded on 
the books below mentioned; regard being had, however, to the 
particular object with a view to which the student presents 
himself for examination. In determining the question whether 
a student has passed the examination in such a manner as to 
entitle him to be called to the bar, the Examiners will princi- 
pally have regard to the general knowledge of Law and Juris- 
prudence which he has displayed. 

A student may present himself at any number of examina- 
tions, until he shall have obtained a certificate. Any student 
who shall obtain a certificate may present himself a second 
time for examination as a candidate for the studentship, but 
only at one of the three examinations immediately succeeding 
that at which he shall have obtained such certificate; provided, 
that if any student so presenting himself shall not succeed in 
obtaining the studentship, his name shall not appear in the list. 
Students who have kept more than eleven terms shall not be 
admitted to an examination for the studentship. 

The Reader on Constitutional Law and Legal History will 
examine on the following subjects :— 

He will expect the candidates for honours to be well acquainted 
with the chapters in Mr. Hallam'’s Constitutional History, 
which give an account of the reign of Elizabeth, and of the 
Stuarts; of Queen Anne; and of George the First and George - 
the Second. He will expect them to be acquainted with the 
History of the Law of Real Property; the History of the Law of 
Libel; the History of the Law of Treason; and with the History 
of our Constitution from Magna Charta to the Bill of Rights. 
He will expect them also to be acquainted with the most re- 
markable State Trials, from the accession of Elizabeth to that 
of George the First. He will expect all who present them- 
selves for examination to possess a competent knowledge of the 
leading events of -English History. The candidates for a pass 
will also be required to possess an accurate knowledge of the 
reigns of Elizabeth and of the Stuart Kings; with the events of 
the Revolution ; and with the State Trials during the reign of 
Charles the Second. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to examine in the following 
Books :— 

1. Smith's Manual of Equity Jurisprudence; Mitford on the 

Pleadings in the Court of Chancery. Tntoduction; c. 1, 88 
1 & 2; c. 2, s. 1; ¢. 2, s. 2, pt. 1 (the first three pages); c. 
2,8. 2, pt. 2 (the first two pages); c. 2, s. 2, pt. 3;¢. 3. 
The Act for the Improvement of the Jurisdiction of Equity, 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 86. : 
The Cases and Notes contained in the first volume of 
White and Tudor's Leading Cases; and the Cases of 
Ashburner v. Macguire, Townley v. Sherborne, Brice v. 
Stokes, Harding v. Glyn, Casborne v. Scarfe, and Peachy 
v. Duke of Somerset, in the second volume, with the Notes 
on those Cases. 

Candidates for certificates of having passed a satisfactory ex- 
amination will be expected to be well acquainted with the 
books mentioned in the first of the above classes. 

Candidates for a studentship or honours will be examined in 
the books mentioned in the two classes. 

The Reader on the Law of Real Property proposes to 
examine in the following books and subjects :— 

1. Joshua Williams on the Law of Real Property; Fourth 

Edition. 

2. Particulars and Conditions of Sale; Sugden’s Vendors and 
Purchasers, s. 2, pp. 11—34; Thirteenth Edition: or, 
Dart’s Vendors and Purchasers, c. 5, pp. 68— 112; 
Third Edition. 

3. The Common Forms of Assurance on the Purchase and 
Mortgage of Freehold and Copyhold Estates and Leaacholds 
Jor Years. 

4. The Effect of the Disclaimer and Acceptance by Trustees of 
Trust Estates: Lewin on Trusts, pt. 2, o 10; Third 

» Edition. 

5. Hayes on Conveyancing. cc. 1—4; Fifth Edition. 

Candidates for honours will be examined in all the foregoing 
subjects; candidates for a certificate in those under heads 1, 2, 
and 3, 

The Reader on Jurisprudence and the Civil Law will 
examine candidates for honours in the following subjects = 
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1. The Elements of the Roman Law of Dominion, Servitudes, 
Mortgages, and Contractual Obligations: Mackeldy, Systema 
Juris Romanis Hodie Usitati (Latin Edition), pp. 249— 
428. 

2. International Rights of Independence, Equality, and 
Property: Wheaton’s Elements of International Law, pt. 
li. cc. 2, 3, & 4. 

3. De Verborum Significatione and De Regulis Juris. The 
last two Titles of the Digest. 

Candidates for a certificate will be examined in :— 

1. Sandars's Institutes of Justinian, Books iii. and iv., and 
also the first Nine Titles of Book ii. 

2. International Rights of Equality and Property: 
Wheaton’s Elements, pt. ii. cc. 3 & 4. 


The Reader on Common Law proposes to examine in the 
following books and subjects:— 

Candidates for a pass certificate will be expected to be 
familiar with the ordinary steps and course of procedure in an 
action at law, and will be examined in:— 

1, Serjeant Stephen's Commentaries; Fourth Edition, Book ii. 

Pt. ii. c. v. “Of Title by Contract.” 
2. Those portions of <Archbold’s Criminal Pleading (by 
Welsby) which treat of the Law of Homicide and Simple 
reeny. 
3. Taylor on Evidence (Last Edition), vol.i. pt.i. “Of the 
Nature and Principles of Evidence.” 

Candidates for the studentship or honours will be examined 
in the above books and subjects, and also in:— 

1. The undermentioned Cases from Mr. Smith's Selection of 

Leading Cases (Fourth Edition), with the Notes thereto:— 
Armory v. Delamirie—Calye’s Case (and in connection 
therewith, Dansey v. Richardson, 3 Ell. & Bl. 144; 
Cashill v. Wright, 6 Id. 891); Lampleigh v. Brath- 
wait; Mitchell 7. Reynolds; Semayne’s Case; The 

Six Carpenters’ Case; and Simpson v. Hartopp. 

2. Chitty on Contracts (Last Edition), c. ii. “ Of Contracts 

with Particular Persons.” 





LAW LECTURES.—Trinity Term, 1858. 
Prospectus of the Lectures to be delivered during the ensuing 
Educational Term, by the several Readers appointed by the 
Inns of Court. 


CONSTITUTIONAL Law anp LeGat History. 


The Public Lectures on Constitutional Law and Legal 
History will comprise the following subjects :— 

The Reader will trace the Origin and Progress of our Constitution and 
Jurisprudence through the Reigns of the Plantagenets, Tudors, and 
Stuarts. 

In his Private Classes the Reader will follow the same 
course, 

Booxs.—Blackstone’s Commentaries, by Kerr; Parliamentary History ; 
Hallam’s Constitutional History ; Appendices inserted throughout Hume’s 
History ; Statute Book (of the period) ; Hayes’s History of Conveyancing 
(small 8vo) ; Lord St. Leonards’ Preface to Gilbert on Uses; Fortescue de 
Laudibus Legum Angliz (Amos); Millar’s History of the Constitution ; 
Sullivan’s Lectures; Matthew Paris; Rapin; State Trials (during the 
period). 

Equity. 

The Reader on Equity proposes to deliver, during the en- 
suing Educational Term, Ten Lectures on the following sub- 
jects :— 

1, Charitable and Superstitious Trusts. 

2. The Jurisdiction of Equity to enforce the Specific Performance of 
Agreements. 

3. The Jurisdiction of Equity over Principal and Surety. 

4. The Equitable Conversion of Real and Personal Estate. ‘ 

5. Suits by Creditors and Legatees; andthe Administration of Assets. 


The Reader will continue with his Senior and Junior Classes 
the general courses of Equity already commenced. He will 
also continue in both Classes to explain the leading rules of 
Pleading in Equity from the work of Lord Redesdale. 

Tue Law or Reat PROPERTY. 

The Reader on the Law of Real Property proposes to deliver, 
in the ensuing Educational Term, a Course of Ten Public 
Lectures on the following subjects:— 


1. Fines and Recoveries ; and the Act for their Abolition, 3 & 4 Will. 4, 
c. 74. 


2. A few Points on the Law of Copyholds. 

3, Life Assurance. 

4. The Ownership of Land by Unincorporated Joint Stock Companies. 

5, Title by Prescription. 

In his Private Classes the Reader on the Law of Real Pro- 
perty will refer more particularly to the Cases cited in the 
Public Lectures. 


He will also continue his Course of Real 








Property Law, using the work of Mr. Joshua Williams as 
text-book. 
JURISPRUDENCE AND THE Civin Law. 


The Reader on Jurisprudence and the Civil Law proposes, 
in the ensuing Educational Term, to deliver a course of Ten 
Public Lectures, on the following subjects :— 

1. Ancient Codes, and the Characteristics of Primitive Law. 

2. The Conception of Equity: its Ancient and Modern History. 

3. The Early History of the Law of Persons. 

4. The Principles of Legal Classification. 

5. The Analysis of Law, and of the Conceptions dependent on it, as 
effected by Bentham and Austin. 


With the Senior Private Class the Reader will continue to 
read Mackeldey’s Systema Juris Romani Hodie Usitati, begin- 
ning with the section on Obligation. On one day of the week 
he will take a selected title of the Digest. He will also 
endeavour to form a Junior Class, for the Study of the Ele- 
ments of Roman Law. This Class, if it be formed, will read 
one of the Institutional Treatises from the commencement, 
Gentlemen desirous of joining it are requested to attend at 
Garden Court on the first Private Class Day, at } to 5 p.m. 


Common Law. 


The Reader on Common Law proposes to deliver, during the 
ensuing Educational Term, Ten Public Lectures, of which the 
first three (prior to the recess) will be designed as introductory 
to the Law of Torts, and the seven remaining Lectures will 
be devoted to an examination of the principles of Criminal Law 
and Criminal Procedure, and an inquiry respecting the Writ of 
Habeas Corpus. These Lectures will be as under:— 

Tae Law or Torts. 

Lecture I.—Nature of a Tort considered. Meaning of the words ‘‘ duty,” 
“injury,” and “damage,” stated and illustrated. Rights of Action ex 
Delicto—how they may be classified and analysed. 

Lecture II.—Classification of Rights of Action ex Delicto further specified. 

Lecture IfI.—Certain elementary principles connected with the Law of 
Torts—especially the maxim sic utere tuo ut alienum non ledas—will, in 
concluding this part of the Course, be stated and exemplified. 

THE CRIMINAL Law. 

Lecture IV.-—The ingredients in a Criminal Act examined. Public, how 
distinguished from Private, Wrongs. Doctrine of our Law as to Criminal 
Intention. Actus non facit reum nisi mens sit rea. 

Lecture V.—General view of our Criminal Law—its various branches 
and subdivisions. 

Lectures VI. & VII.—In these Lectures a sketch will be given of our 
Criminal Procedure. 

Lectures VIII. & LX. will be devoted to an Investigation of the Law of 
Homicide, Larceny, and Conspiracy. 

Lecture X. will be occupied with an inquiry as to the Writ of Habeas 
Corpus, when it lies, and the proceedings connected with it. 

With his Private Class, the Reader will discuss the various 
subjects above indicated, directing attention to the leading cases 
illustrative of them. The following Books will be used for 
reference, with the Private Class:—Smith’s “ Leading Cases” 
(4th edit.), Broom’s “ Commentaries” (so far as it treats of the 
Law of Torts and Criminal Law), and Archbold’s “ Criminal 
Pleading ” (last edit., by Welsby). 





CHANCERY VACATION NOTICE. 


During the vacation, until further notice, all applications 
which are necessary to be made at the Judge’s chambers are 
to be made at the chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Wood. 

Parties desirous to make any urgent special application to 
the Court during the vacation, are to apply at the said chambers 
for an appointment, 

The chambers of the Vice-Chancellor Wood will be open on 
Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, the 7th, 8th, and 9th days 
of April instant, from eleven to one. 


TRANSFER OF CHANCERY CAUSES. 

ORDER oF Court.—Saturday, the 27th day of March, 1858. 

Whereas, from the present state of the business before the Vice- 
Chancellors, Sir Wm. Page Wood, Sir Richard Torin Kindersley, 
and Sir JohfiStuart, respectively, it is expedient that a portion of 
the causes standing for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
William Page Wood should be transferred to the Vice-Chancellor 
Sir Kichard Torin Kindersley and Sir John Stuart: Now, I do 
hereby order, that the several causes amentioned in the first 
schedule hereto be accordingly transferred from the Book of 
Causes standing for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor Sir 
William Page Wood to the Book of Causes for hearing before 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Torin Kindersley; and that the 
several causes mentioned in the second schedule hereto be 
transferred from the Book of Causes standing for hearing before 
the Vice-Chancellor Sir William Page Wood to the Book 
Causes for hearing before the Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart. 
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And this order is to be drawn up by the Registrar, and set up 
in the several offices of this Court. 
(Signed) 
FIRST SCHEDULE. 
Causes transferred to the Vice-Chancellor KinpERsLEY’s Book. 
Tonge v. Sutcliffe (Mtn. for Dec.) | Gibbs v. Knight (Mtn. for Dec.) 
Jones v. Jones (Cause). Boyle v. Ibbotson (Cause). 
Rogers v. Price (Mtn. for Dec.) | Thompson v. Fulwood (Mtn. for Dec.) 
Drakeford v. Stubbs (Cause). Dendy v. Dendy (do.) 
Orton v. Gilbert (Mtn. for Dec.) Bank of London v. Hartley (do.) 
Williams v. Rees (do.) Farmer v. Standford (Cause). 
Walker v. Thomas (do.) | Sloper v. Cottrell (do.) 
Munger v. Moores (Cause). Cope v. Evans (Mtn. for Dec.) 
Attorney-Gen. v. Mathias (Cause). Rumball v. George (Cause). 
Haller v. Dean (Mtn. for Dec.) Goold v. Du Buisson (Mtn. for Dec.) 
(Signed) CHELMsForRD, C. 
SECOND SCHEDULE. 
Causes transferred to the Vice-Chancellor Sruart’s Book. 


Bridges v. Jackson (Mtn. for Dec.) 
Bell v. Child (Cause). 

Thomas v. Baker (Mtn. for Dec.) 
Metcalfe v. Wesley (do.) 

Brown v. Brown (do.) 


CHELMSFORD, C. 








Sullivan v. Cowley (Cause). 

Harris v. Beavan (Mtn. for Dec.) 
Attorney-Gen. v. Hamner (Cause). 
Tanner v. Lechmere (Mtn for Dec.) 
Bell v. Edge (Claim). 


Eaton v. Eaton (Cause). Bradley v. Nevins (Mtn. for Dec.) 
Wright v. The London) (Mtn. for | Taylor v. Cowley (Cause). 
Company ) Dec.) Rossal v. Charnley (do.) 


Carne v. Long (do.) 
Phillips v. West (Cause). 
Benson v. Tregear (Mtn. for Dec.) 


Rogers v. Stickly (Mtn. for Dec.) 
Alford v. Parsons (Cause). 





(Signed) CuHELMsForp, C. 


x ncteillineipations 


Correspondence. 





DUBLIN.—(Fvom our own Correspondent.) 


The circuits have now terminated; and the judges of all the 
law and equity courts, including the Masters in Chancery, have 
an interval of leisure before the beginning of Easter Term. With 
regard to the business transacted on the various circuits, it is 
worthy of remark, that although no heavy record, involving any 
matter of public interest, has been tried, the number of records 
has generally increased on most of the circuits. We do not now 
hear the complaints, so loudly uttered two or three years ago, 
of the falling off in the civil business. ‘The general prosperity 
of the country has brought with it a corresponding increase of 
litigation; and much as the cost of that litigation has been re- 
duced by reforms in the practice of both law and equity, it nay 
fairly be questioned whether the larger number of suits and 
actions commenced under the new procedure do not compensate 
both branches of the profession. 

When the circuits were struck, and the two most recently 
appointed members of the judicial bench were appointed to 
travel the Connaught circuit, it was remarked as a singular 
coincidence that two judges whose practice had been virtually 
confined to the courts of equity should be associated in a first 
essay at common law. The result of the experiment is stated 
to be, that Christian, J., has shown himself‘ as great on the Nisi 
Prius Bench as he formerly was at the equity bar. There are 
even predictions that, in all qualities constituting judicial emi- 
nence, he will prove unequalled in the Queen’s dominions. Of 
his learned. colleague, O’Brien, J., whose practice—comparatively 
avery small one—was also in the Lord Chancellor's Court, it is 
sufficient to say that in trying a cause at Nisi Prius, he is stated 
to be as tedious and unsatisfactory as the Chief Baron himself. 

The Attorney-General (Right Hon. J. Whiteside) has 
announced his intention of bringing in a Bill to make provision 
for the judicial transfer of land in Ireland. Being the only 
Trish law officer in Parliament, he is necessarily charged with 
all the law measures, notwithstanding that he has not had the 


advantage of any practical acquaintance with equity procedure . 


or the law of real property.’ The outlines of his plan have not 
as yet transpired; and his own organ in the Dublin daily press 
has preserved complete silence on this important subject. It 
is well known that the Incumbered Estates Commission, under 
which land has been transferred since 1850, will expire by 
efflux of time in the month of July next. Lord Palmerston’s 
Government had declared their intention of perpetuating that 
system; and finding that fictitious charges were often created 
by landowners, for the express purpose of bringing their pro- 
perty within the jurisdiction of the Incumbered Estates Court 
(as appears by the blue-book issued by the committee of 
Inquiry, 1856), it was intended to enable that Court, when 
placed on a permanent basis, to deal with all estates, unincum- 
bered as well as incumbered, wherever a contract for sale had 


been entered into. A Bill for carrying out these objects was - 


actually drawn, when the recent change of administration put 








an end to the plan. The new Attorney-General has always 
been a determined and consistent enemy of the Court which 
confers “parliamentary title,” and is, perhaps, the only member 
of the legal profession in Ireland who is decidedly averse to the 
continuance ofa system generally admitted to have worked admir- 
ably. He considers that if the power of conferring this title be per- 
petuated, its exercise should be confided to the judges and masters 
inchancery. We may, therefore, expect to see a Bill introduced 
by him after Easter, having for its object the discontinuance of 
the Incumbered Estates Court, and the enlargement of the 
jurisdiction of the Court of Chancery. Whether this scheme 
will meet with the approbation of the Legislature remains to be 
seen. We are forcibly reminded of the fate of a Bill introduced 
by the late Attorney-General for Ireland (J. D. Fitzgerald), in 
the early part of 1856, for the purpose of accomplishing the 
double object of assimilating the Irish Court of Chancery to 
that in England, and of perpetuating the system of Parliamen- 
tary title. That Bill proposed the gradual extinction of the 
offices of the Masters in Chancery, and the appointment of 
Vice-Chancellors, with a suitable staff of clerks, to whom 
should be entrusted not merely the ordinary business of the 
equity courts, but the investigation of title, and all the other 
functions now performed by the Irish Incumbered Estates 
Court. This Bill met with strong opposition from nearly all 
sections of the House, and was eventually shelved by a select 
committee, whose report, not very coherent in some respects, 
was strongly in favour of the perpetuation of the powers of the 
Incumbered Estates Court, while it at least sufficed to put out 
of the question, for the time, any amalgamation of the rival 
courts. There is no reason for supposing that the opinion of 
the House of Commons has since undergone any material 
change; and we therefore anticipate that any measure emanat- 
ing from Mr. Whiteside, if it embody his own avowed senti- 
ments on the question, will not meet with a favourable recep- 
tion. 

All the superior courts of justice being for the time closed, 
the attention of the profession and of the public is more 
directed than it otherwise would be to the magisterial investi- 
gations into the Trinity College affray, on the hearing of sum- 
monses and cross-summonses, now proceeding before Messrs. 
Stronge and- M‘Dermott. This case has been proceeding for 
four days, and promises to occupy a week longer, as more than 
a hundred witnesses, it is stated, remain to be examined. 
Mr. Donogh, Q.C. (special), very ably assisted, conducts the 
case on behalf of the college authorities; while Colonel Browne 
and his police are represented by O'Hagan, Q.C., and Lynch, 
Q.C. Not the least of the difficulties to be encountered by the 
first-mentioned set of complainants, is that of identifying the 
individuals charged by them. No witness has up to the present 
time been able to swear to the features of any particular police- 
man, although the denominating letters and numbers of some 
of the force have been distinctly sworn to. The police autho- 
rities have hitherto refused to give any information which 
would supply the missing link in the chain of evidence, 
although they reiterate their desire for a full and searching 
inquiry into the affair; and, although one of the magistrates 
engaged in the investigation has expressed his opinion that from 
the police authorities, as public servants, every kind of infor- 
mation likely to further the ends of justice may reasonably be 
required, 

A charge of a singular nature, recently brought before another 
of the police magistrates, has just been compromised—not with- 
out some grave doubts as to the legality of the compromise. 
The circumstances were as follows:—A car-driver had occasion 
last week to enter the square of a cavalry barrack, near this 
city, and while leaving it he was severely wounded in the leg by 
shots, discharged from some kind of air-gun. Theag; rturned 
out to be Captain B., of a well-known Scotch regiment, who at 
an adjoining window was thus engaged in the practical study of 
projectiles at the expense of the prosecutor, who was a perfect 
stranger to him. Counsel for Captain B. represented that the 
injury was unintentional; that the engine made use of was not a 
deadly weapon, but a toy; and that the whole affair was meant 
as a “harmless joke.” ‘The case being remanded, the car-driver 
in the meantime was induced, in consideration of the payment 
of £100 and his costs, to withdraw the charge. On the ad- 
joyrned hearing yesterday, Mr. Porter, the magistrate, stated 
that, as he was convinced that no injury had been intended 
against the complainant, he had caused copies of the informa- 
tions to be laid before the Solicitor-General, with a request that 
he would give his advice and opinion as to whether the charge 
was one capable of being legally compromised. The Solicitor- 
General replied, that the magistwate was at liberty to take 
his own view of the case. He (Mr. Porter) was of opinion that 
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this charge amounted only to a misdemeanour, of which a com- 
ga was not merely tolerated, but was encouraged by the 
aw. The charge was then withdrawn, and the matter ended, 
It does not appear that the Solicitor-General gave to the 
magistrate’s application any reply that did more than leave the 
latter functionary to act on his own responsibility; nor can we 
assent to the magisterial proposition that the law encourages 
the compromise of misdemeanours. Mr. Porter must be very 
ill-informed as to the principles of criminal jurisprudence, if he 
thinks that pecuniary compensation will atone for misconduct 
like that brought under his notice, or will oust the magistrate 
of his jurisdiction as a guardian of the public safety. Grant- 
ing, however, that when a charge of misdemeanour is not 
pressed, a magistrate ought in no case to interfere further, it 
does not seem clear to our apprehension that the offence in 
question wasa misdemeanour. Whether or not there be an 
intent to wound or do other bodily injury, is a matter for the 
determination of a jury, on looking at all the circumstances of 
the case; and where a passer-by is struck by a dangerous mis- 
sile in a thoroughfare or open space, very slight evidence indeed 
of a malicious intent will suffice. It may be doubted whether 
the magistrate in this case would not have better discharged his 
duty by sending the case for trial on public grounds. That 
course would have operated as a warning to practical jokers, 
who are now, on the other hand, encouraged to perpetrate such 
jokes, provided they can afford to compensate their victims. 





THE CASE OF POOLEY v. QUILTER. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrtors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 

Sir,—I have read with attention the case of Pooleyv. Quilter, 
and your leading article thereon, and I confess I am still at a 
loss to discover on what grounds a bargain made between two 
persons, both of full age, and, it is to be presumed, of ability to 
manage their own transactions, was set aside. It seems to me 
a judgment based on the same unsound principle which regu- 
lates the Court of Chancery with regard to reversioners, which, 
by over-anxiety to protect the interests of reversioners, really 
injures them, and prevents any prudent man from buying their 
property. 

Something akin I notice in the same paper—the profound ob- 
servation of Mr. Lawrance, that it ought to be made penal on 
attorneys to receive more than £— per cent. !—the precise point 
at which innocence is to cease and guilt to commence he not 


having condescended to inform us.—Yours obediently, 
W. L. O. 


ABOLITION OF FINES AND RECOVERIES ACT. 
To the Editor’of Tue Soxicitors’ JourNsAL & REPORTER. 

Srr,—Can you, or any of your readers, inform me, whether a 
perpetual commissioner appointed to take the acknowledgments 
of married women can exercise his office in any part of Eng- 
land, or whether his functions are limited to the two counties 
formally named in the appointment?—Yours faithfully, 

March 31, 1858. A SuBSCRIBER. 

DOMESTIC SERVANT.—RIGHT TO WAGES. 
To the Editor of Tux Soxicrrors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 

Smm,—If a domestic servant, under a yearly hiring, absents 
herself from her master’s service against his express orders, does 
she not thereby forfeit her right tc any wages even for the time 
she has served? 

I am aware that if the master discharges a servant for mis- 
conduct, she can claim wages up to the time of dismissal; and 
also that the contract can be terminated by a month’s notice or 
wages, irrespective of any misconduct. But the point I desire 
information upon is, whether a domestic servant, who absents 
herself against express orders, does not thereby rescind the 
year’s contract under which she was engaged? And if any of 
your readers will favour me with a decision in point, they will 
oblige, Sir, A SUBSCRIBER. 


PERPETUAL COMMISSIONERS’ INTEREST. 

To the Editor of Tux Soricrrors’ JounNAL & REPORTER. 

Srm,—The “Act to remove Doubts concerning the due 
Acknowledgment of Deeds by Married Women in certain 
Cases” (17 & 18 Vict. c. 75), recites, that “it is apprehended 
that deeds executed by married women, under the provisions 
of the said Act (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74), may be liable to be in- 
validated by the circumstance that ... one or both of the 
commissioners taking the acknowledgment, may be or may have 
been interested or concerned, either as a party or otherwise, in 











it is not expedient that deeds executed in good faith under such 
circumstances should be invalidated.” 

The first section of the Act then enacts, that “no deed which 
has been acknowledged, or which shall hereafter be acknow- 
ledged, by a married woman before . . . two of the perpetual 
commissioners . . . shall be impeached at any time after the 
certificate has been filed of record . . . by reason only that 
such ... commissioners, or either af them, was or were in. 
terested or concerned either as a party .. . or as attorney, or 
solicitor, or clerk to the attorney or solicitor of one of the parties, 
or otherwise, in the transaction giving occasion for such acknow- 
ledgment.” 

The third and last section of the Act enacts, that “the Court 
of Common Pleas may, from time to time, make any rules, which 
to them may seem fit for preventing any commissioners interested 
or concerned as aforesaid from taking any acknowledgment 
under the said recited Act.” 

The Act was passed on the 7th August, 1854; but up to the 
present time no such rules as those above referred to have, I 
believe, been made. 

Can there, therefore, be any doubt as to the legality of my 
acting as one of the perpetual commissioners in a case in which 
I myself happen to be professionally concerned for the vendors 
(one of whom is a married woman, and requiring to acknow- 
ledge the deed) and am also a party to the deed as a trustee 
for certain purposes?—I am, &c. 

Bristol, March 31. A PERPETUAL COMMISSIONER, 


RWebiew. 


Outlines of Equity. By Freeman OLiver Haynes, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-law, and late Fellow of Caius 
College, Cambridge. Cambridge : Macmillan & Co. 1858. 
Mr. Haynes is the equity lecturer appointed by the Incorpo- 

rated Law Society, and the present little book is the substance 

of a series of lectures delivered by him in that capacity, From 
the rather unusual course of selecting a Cambridge publisher, 
we should infer that the main purpose of the book is to supply 

a short and easy manual for undergraduates who desire to go in 

for law without the necessity of burdening themselves with a 

formidable amount of legal cramming. We do not know 

whether the nature of a Cambridge examination is such as to 
render a slight and graceful narrative of the salient points of 

the history, procedure, and principles of courts of equity a 

sufficient substitute for severer reading; but if it is, Mr. Haynes’ 

publication will probably become the accredited class-book. 

We prefer, however, to consider it in its original character, as a 

brief resumé of equity, intended to stinfulate rather than to 

satisfy the inquiries of youthfui students. 

It is no disparagement to Mr. Haynes to say,that the general 
scheme and arrangement of his lectures follow very closely the 
course of the well-known text-books of Spence andStory. When 
he had once determined to take for his subject a general view of 
the whole jurisprudence of our equity courts, it would have 
been idle affectation to attempt much originality. Mr, Haynes 
indeed, in his first lecture, declares, that he will be perfectly 
satisfied if, by hearing his lectures, students should be induced to 
explore the larger treatises, and does not pretend to disguise the 
extent to which he has entered into the labours of those who 
‘have gone before him. At the same time he elaims —and we 
think with justice—the oredit of having laboured as well as 
borrowed. Notwithstanding a strong family likeness which 
betrays their paternity, the lectures are far from being a mere 
lazy abridgment of the more important works to which we have 
referred. The great object to be kept in view in quasi popular 
lectures addressed to an audience of learners, is to present the 
subject in as attractive a form as its nature admits. A little 
antiquarian discussion in one place; a personal narrative 
in another; and a sketch of the opinions pro and con. as to the 
efficiency of rival courts and the success of modern reforms, 
help to relieve the dry-as-dust character which a course on 
equity jurisprudence is apt to assume. In this respect, the 
earlier lectures, which treat of the history of the Court of 
Chancery, the rise of the several branches of the court, and the 
progress of its distinctive principles, ave more happy than the 
subsequent discussions on the special heads of equity jurispru- 
dence. In the latter it is impossible not to see that the lectu- 
rer’s style is cramped by the narrowness of the limits imposed 
upon him; and each successive lecture becomes more and more 
like a dry epitome, until at last the popular and taking cha- 
racter is almost entirely lost. ‘This is the fault not of the exe- 








the transaction giving occasion for such acknowledgment, and 








cution, but of the selection of the subject. A review of all the 
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heads of equity jurisdiction in half-a-dozen lectures, can be 
little more than a table of contents, and we think Mr. Haynes 
would have been wiser if he had confined himself to one division 
only of so extensive a subject. We should not in any case 
expect exhaustive treatment in a work of this kind, but although 
it is quite legitimate to condense a lecture which is designed only 
to introduce the student to more extensive reading, it 
is a great mistake to carry condensation to such a 
pitch as to destroy the attractiveness which nothing 
but occasional dilation on particular points can give. Mr. 
Haynes has struggled with some success against the difficulty 
which the magnitude of his self-imposed task created, but he 
would have been more successful if a part of the entire subject 
had been selected as affording sufficient material for so short a 
course of lectures. ‘The most happy of all the series of lec- 
tures which have been delivered at the Law Institution were 
those upon Contracts, by the late J. W. Smith ; and this, 
although in great measure owing to the gift which the lecturer 
possessed of conveying information in a clear and attractive form, 
was also attributable, at least in part, to the manageable compass 
of the subject chosen for exposition. It would have been easy for 
an equity lecturer to select an equally limited portion of his 
field for elucidation ; and almost any one of Mr. Haynes’ lec- 
tures might have been developed with advantage into an entire 
series. ‘Thus the last lecture, on Injunctions, which is now 
only a meagre enunciation of some general principles, with 
very little to relieve it except the facetiously quaint judgment 
cited from Burgess v. Burgess, might have been amplified by a 
more copious discussion of particular cases which are absolutely 
essential for the guidance of the student in a department of 
equity where it is always easy to lay down general doctrines, 
and often very difficult to apply them to particular facts. 

In some of the ‘digressions into which the lecturer runs on 
the comparative merits of law and equity, and on the operation 
of recent amendments of the law, we cannot altogether agree 
with his representations. Thus, in comparing common law 
special pleading with the open pleadings of courts of equity, 
he falls into an error into which most persons, on a first 
consideration of the subject, are betrayed. He takes the theory 
for the fact, and assumes that it is a real assistance to a 
jury to have the issues sifted from the law and severally tested 
before them by the evidence on one side and the other. But, in 
point of fact, this aid was scarcely felt at all when the theory 
of pleading was in its perfection under the operation of the new 
rules, which have now yielded to the more lax practice intro- 
duced by the Common Law Procedure Acts. ‘The issues in 
any complicated case were so numerous, and they were of 
necessity so much mixed up of law and fact, in consequence of 
the doctrine, that the legal effect of facts, and not the facts 
themselves, were to be pleaded, that a jury was generally more 
bothered than helped by the scientific pleadings. Indeed, it 
was no uncommon thing for a jury to be quite satisfied as to 
the effect of the verdict they meant to give, while it tasked all 
the ingenuity-of a number of trained lawyers to say how the 
issues ought to be entered in order to give effect to the substan- 
tial finding. Thus, instead of deciding the issues, and through 
them determining the controversy, it quite as often happened 
that the jury determined the substance of the controversy with- 
out having the faintest conception of the verdict they had given 
on each particular issue. Just in proportion as the com- 
mon law system has been made to approach to the equity 
method of pleading at large, have the proceedings of common 
law courts been simplified; and we can only account for Mr. 
Haynes’ deference to the old superstitions of Westminster Hall, 
by supposing, that, as an equity barrister, he was loath to 
discuss them in what might be thought a spirit of severity. 
He is equally lenient, however, towards the defects of equity 

rocedure. He recognises the advantage, on the score of rapi- 
dity obtained by the abolition of the masters’ offices, without 
noticing the growing tendency of the chief clerk’s régime, to 
degenerate into a too faithful imitation of that of their prede- 
cessors. He observes upon some of the defects of the examiners’ 
offices, but quietly assumes that a cross-examination in a pri- 
vate room, at a period of a cause when it is too late to contra- 
dict any falsehood that a witness may persist in, is a sufficient 
guarantee for the truth of the affidavit evidence, on which the 
greater part of the business of the Court of Chancery is based. 


It was not at all incumbent on Mr. Haynes to entertain these 
polemical questions; and it would have been better to have 
dropped them altogether, than to have handled them as he has 
done. But if the book will not greatly aid law reformers, or 
law practitioners, it promises to be of real service to the student- 
class, for whose use it was compiled, and to whom we cordially 
recommend it. 








Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, Mar. 26. 
THE PROBATE COURT. 


Mr. WARREN gave notice that on an early day after the 
recess he should call the attention of the House to the opera- 
tion of a clause in the Act establishing the Court of Probate, 
and a recent ruling of the judge of that court, with reference 
to the right of barristers-at-law, and the profession generally, 
to practise in that court in non-contentious as well as conten- 
tious business. 

REDISTRIBUTION OF CIRCUITS. 

Mr. Warren asked the Secretary for the Home Department 
whether the Government were taking any steps to carry into 
effect the recommendation of the Common Law (Judicial Busi- 
ness) Commissioners’ Report, particularly with reference to the 
re-distribution of the circuits; and, if so, whether by the 
authority of the Crown or by Act of Parliament; and whether 
such arrangements would be complete against the ensuing 
summer circuits? He should also like to know whether any 
additional correspondence had taken place between the Home 
Office and the Lord Chief Justice? 

Mr. WALPOLE said, that no additional correspondence had 
taken place between the Lord Chief Justice and the Home 
Office. With respect to the other questions, the re-distribution 
of the circuits must depend entirely on the Bill before Parlia- 
ment relating to Manchester, for until it could be arranged at 
what time the assizes at Manchester should be held it would 
not be advisable to make any re-distribution of the circuits in 
other parts of the kingdom. He, therefore, thought there was 
no chance of any new arrangements being complete before the 
summer circuits. . 

COMPENSATION UNDER THE PROBATE ACT. 


Sir W. Heatueoze asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
what means had been takem by the Government to bring under 
adjudication the claims of the several parties who might be 
entitled to compensation under the Probate Act of last session? 

The CHANCELLOR of the ExcHEQUER said, that the claims 
already sent into the Treasury were very considerable, the least 
estimate he could put them at being a quarter of a million 
sterling. The House would therefore perceive that this was not 
light matter for adjudication to take place on. It was quite 
impossible for the common staff of the Treasury in the fulfil- 
ment of its duty to meet such an exigency, and therefore he 
thought it right to issue a Treasury commission, to which those 
claims would be submitted, and he should ask a member of the 
Government to preside over it—namely, the Judge-Advocate; 
and he had invited and obtained the consent of two gentlemen, 
not members of that House, to be commissioners, whose names 
would be a security to Parliament for the able and efficient 
performance of their duties—namely, Sir S. Northcote, who 
had very considerable experience in matters of this kind, and 
Mr. Follett, the taxing-master of the Court of Chancery. 

DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE. : 

Mr. W. Ewart inquired of the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
whether any measures were being adopted by the Government 
for the establishment of a Department of Justice, to superin- 
tend passing Bills, and to simplify the phraseology of the law ? 

The CHANCELLOR of the ExcHEQUER said, that the Attor- 
ney-General had the other night intimated the intentions of the 
Government in this direction, and given some explanation of 
the course they intended to pursue with respect to the consoli- 
dation of the law; but they had not yet had an o of 
duly considering the particular proposition referred to by the 
hon. member. 


The Scotch Law of Gankruptep. 


(Continued from p. 445.) 


(From our Edinburgh Correspondent.) 

Having explained the nature of bankruptcy, and the extent 
of its application, we now propose to explain shortly, 

8. The Procedure on the Application—The application may 
be made to the Court of Session in any case; but where the 
debtor has for a year resided or carried on business in one 
county, the application may be made to the sheriff (& ¢. the 
judge who corresponds to the county court judge, but with a 
much larger jurisdiction, both civil and criminal) of that county. 

















THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Apri 8, 1868. 











If the application be made to the sheriffs of two different coun- 
ties, the later is transferred to the first in date; if both applica- 
tions were made of the same date, the Court of Session (the 
supreme civil tribunal), on appeal, decides before which sheriff 
the procedure shall be carried on. If the application was ori- 
ginally made to the Court of Session, it remits it after awarding 
sequestration to the county where it considers that the proceed- 
ings in it can most conveniently for the creditors be conducted. 

Any creditor may, on the presenting of an application for 
sequestration, apply to the Court to order steps to be taken for 
the interim preservation of the estate, either by the appoint- 
ment of a judicial factor (¢. e. receiver or messenger, | don’t 
know which), who finds security and receives such powers as 
the Court may deem necessary, or in any other way that cir- 
cumstances may require; and, after sequestration is awarded, 
the sheriff of the county may order the books of the bankrupt 
to be taken possession of, and his premises to be locked up, and 
placed in charge of an officer of court. In either case, however, 
this custody by the court continues only till the first meeting 
of creditors, when the whole charge of the bankrupt’s books 
and property passes into their hands. This limitation of judi- 
cial interference marks very strongly the direction in which 
experience points in legislating on the subject of bankruptcy, 
and the jealousy with which the leading principle of the Scotch 
law of bankruptcy is maintained; for, prior to the last statute, 
the Court was bound, in awarding sequestration, to appoint an 
officer, termed an interim factor, to take possession of the estate 
until the creditors met; but at no time did official custody 
continue beyond that period. 

The sequestration is awarded immediately on the presenting 
of the petition, if it is by or with the consent of the debtor, or, 
if dead, of his successors; if without such consent, the petition 
inust be intimated to the debtor, or his successors, by service, 
either personal or at the dwelling-house or place of business, 
or, if the parties are out of the country, by edictal citation (7%. e. 
intimation recorded in a register kept for the purpose at Edin- 
burgh, and which is periodically printed). In either case, inti- 
imation is also made by advertisement in the Edinburgh Gazette. 

‘The inducie (i. ¢. the period allowed for compearance) must, 
where the parties are within the country, be frou: six to fourteen 
days, when out of the country twenty-one days. At the diet (sit- 
ting of the Court on the day) of compearance, the debtor or his 
successors may either pay the petitioning creditor's debt, and 
the debts of any other creditors who compear and concur in 
the application for sequestration, or he may dispute his liability 
to sequestration. If, however, he does not personally or by 
others appear, or appearing is found liable to sequestration, and 
the proceedings of the petitioning creditor have been regular, 
sequestration of his estates is at once awarded. This instantly 
divests him of his whole property, real and personal, and trans- 
fers it to his creditors; al! that he may acquire prior to his dis- 
charge likewise falls to them; and, as the sequestration itself 
operates as a notour bankruptcy, even where notour bankruptcy 
was not essential to its adjudication, all prior alienations, which 
that status of insolvency renders voidable, may be reduced (i. e. 
set aside) by the creditors. That no delay may prevent this 
regulation receiving full effect, the sequestration is held to be of 
the date of the first deliverance upon the petition. 

Immediately on the sequestration being awarded, the party 
who petitioned for it is bound to advertise it in both the Lon- 
dom and Edinburgh Gazettes. He must, besides, transmit a 
notice of it to Edinburgh for registration in the register of in- 
hibitions, This is a register of judicial inhibitions obtained 
at the instance of debtors against their creditors alienating or 
further burthening (i. ¢. charging) their real estate with debt. 
The registration operates as notice, and entitles creditors to 
reduce any subsequent deeds aflecting the estate. 

The sequestration cannot in any way be appealed so as to 
delay the procedure under it. But within forty days of the 
award of sequestration any creditor, or the debtor himself if 
it was awarded without his consent, may present a petition to 
the Court of Session praying for its recall. ‘This application 
inay be founded on matter whether before the Court in award- 
ing it or not. Any matter which would have been sufficient to 
prevent the award will suffice for its recall. [ven after the 
lapse of forty days it may be recalled on the petition of nine- 
tenths of the creditors, 

4, With regard to the Protection and Allowance to the Debtor —~ 
When sequestration is to he awarded, the debtor may apply for 
4 protection from imprisonment for civildebt. If this is granted, 
he must within 2 week advertive it in both the London and 
Ldinlurgh Gazettes, othervise it is of no effect. If, however, 
he be already in prison for debt, he may apply to be liberated, 
But the sheriif or the Court of Session may, ou cause shown, 








refuse either application. And the protection, even if granted, 
is in force ait uaa the first meeting of creditors, ab. which 
the granting or withholding of further protection is made abso- 
lutely dependent upon the pleasure of a majority of the credi- 
tors. They also decide upon the time during which, if granted, 
it shall remain in force; and may also, by a majority of four. 
fifths in value, grant the bankrupt an allowance not exceedin 
three guineas per week till the period for payment of the secon 
dividend. 

But the last Act gives power to the creditors at their first 
or any subseyuent meeting, to resolve, by a majority having 
four-fifths in value of the claims, that the estate ought to 
be wound up under a deed of arrangement. If this course 
be resolved upon, the sheriff, or Court of Session, on the appli- 
cation either of the bankrupt or his creditors, sist (¢. e. stay) 
all further procedure in the sequestration for the period agreed 
upon, which must not exceed two months. This application 
may be opposed, and the granting of it is in the discretion of 
the Court. Within the period of the sist a deed of arrange- 
ment, signed, may be presented to the Court, which orders such 
intimation of it to be made as may seem proper; and, after 
hearing any opposing parties, approves or disapproves. If 
approved of, all the creditors are bound by it, and the seques- 
tration is atan end, except to the effect of cutting down deeds 
or preferences which would have been invalid or voidable 
under it. If the deed, however, is not timeously presented, 
or is not approved of, the sequestration proceeds in ordinary 
form. 

It will not be uninteresting to explain now the times and 
mode of holding those meetings of creditors on which so much 
power is conferred. 


1. As to the Mode of Calling the Meetings.—In awarding the 
sequestration, the day on which, and the place where, the first 
meeting of creditors is to be held, is appointed. The order is 
advertised in the Edinburgh Gazette, along with the award, and 
the day must be so fixed that it shall not be less than six, or 
more than twelve, days after the date of the advertisement 
appearing. It will thus in general be from six to fifteen days 
after the awarding of sequestration. ‘The second meeting is 
directed to take place from six to fourteen days after the bank- 
rupt’s public examination, and is called by the trustee 
(assignee), who has by this time been elected. Itis also adver- 
tised in the Gazette, and notice of it is given by letter to every 
creditor who has lodged a claim, or has been mentioned in the 
“state of affairs” made up by the bankrupt. Subsequent 
meetings are called in a similar way. Letters need not, how- 
ever, be sent to creditors for less than £20, unless they hall 
require in writing that this be done. The trustee may at any 
time call meetings, and he is bound to do so whenever required 
by one-fourth of the creditors. Any commissioner may also, 
with notice to the trustee, call meetings. ‘The commissioners 
are elected by the creditors to advise with the trustee; to audit 
his accounts; to settle the dividends to be paid; and to super- 
intend in other respects, but not to control, the trustee, except 
by calling a general meeting of creditors; they need not them- 
selves be creditors. The accountant in bankruptcy has also 
power to direct a meeting to be called, and the Court of Session 
or the sheriff may order a meeting to be called to re-consider 
any resolution which has been appealed against. 


2. Manner of voting at Meetings.—Unless a different rule is ex- 
pressly prescribed, votes are determined by a majority in value 
of the creditors present, or represented by mandatories (proxies). 
To entitle any creditor to vote either personally or by mandate 
there must be produced at the meeting an affidavit of his debt, 
with the account and vouchers requisite to support it. Strict 
legal proof of the debt is not at this stage required. It is enough 
if the vouchers are, ex facie, regular, and sufficient to make it 
reasonably certain that the debt is truly due. The affidavit must 
specify any collateral obligants he may hold, and any security 
that he may hold for any portion of the debt over property be- 
longing to his debtor. A, value must be put upon fhe obliga- 
tions and securities, and deducted from the debt, the balance 
being taken as the amount of debt for the purpose of voting, as 
a cheek, The majority of creditors present at the meeting 
(exclusive of the valuer) then and there, or the trustee 
may within two months, require such paxty to grant 4 convey- 
ance of euch obligation or security, on payment of twenty per 
cent, above the declared value, unless the party so valuing shall, 
before such requisition, have corrected his estimate by a new 
valuation, 

These rules apply to voting at all meetings of creditors. A 
rule applicable only to the voting at the election of trustee, is, 
that no debt acquired after sequestration (in Scotland debts 
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7 » assigned), except by succession or marriage, can be 
claimed on, 

A debt may be disputed by another creditor, and evidence 
will be received to support or rebut the objection; but only 
such evidence—generally documentary—as will be at once 
decisive; the dispute referring toa mere claim to vote. When 
the objection is one of form, the claim may be allowed to be 
amended on the spot. 

A claim to vote at one meeting duly supported by affidavit 
and vouchers, will be admitted at a future meeting without new 
proof. At meetings after the first, the creditors whose claims 
to vote have been already admitted, decide on the validity of 
new claims, subject to appeal to the sheriff. It is important, 
therefore, to know the method of deciding at the first meeting, 
and we proceed to detail, therefore, 

3. The Procedure at the First Meeting.—Unless it be resolved 
to apply for a sist to permit a settlement under a deed of ar- 
rangement, the main duty of the first meeting is to elect a 
trustee and commissioners. To obtain a speedy decision on the 
validity of the claims tendered for the purpose of voting on 
this question, the statute authorises any two creditor to require 
that the sheriff shall attend and preside at that meeting. If he 
does, he may at once decide on any objections made to votes, or 
to the candidates proposed; or he may make a note of the 
objections and answers, and hear the parties within four days, 
and then decide which candidate has been elected trustee. If 
the sheriff's presence is not required, the meeting elect a preses 
(chairman), who reports to the sheriff; and if any objections 
have been taken, short written notes of such objections must 
be lodged (filed) within four days, along with the answers 
thereto by the parties, and the sheriff, after hearing parties, 
decides upon the election; and whether present or absent, his 
decision is final. The minutes of meeting are written by the 
sheriff-clerk when the sheriff is present; by a clerk appointed 
by the meeting when he is absent. 

Each candidate for the trusteeship must, before the election, 
offer caution (security) to the extent fixed by the meeting; and 
the sureties offered must be approved of by the meeting. 

The trustee may be either a creditor or not. In the larger 
bankruptcies, it is common to elect professional men to the 
office. If a creditor, he must not have an interest in respect of 
his claim or otherwise adverse to that of the general body of 
the creditors. 

The candidate failing is generally made to pay the expenses 
(costs) incurred in the contest. They are never allowed to come 
out of the estate. ‘The election of a new trustee, when neces- 
sary, is conducted in the same manner. 

After electing the trustee, the meeting proceeds to the election 
of commissioners in the same manner. 

At this meeting, the bankrupt is bound to give in his state 
of affairs, ‘signed, and containing a detailed account of his whole 
property in possession or expectancy—the debts due to him, 
and the names and designations of his creditors—which is en- 
grossed in the sederunt (minute) book. 

4, Title, Powers, and Duties of the Trustee.-—When his 
election is declared he lodges his bond of caution, after which 
his election is confirmed by the sheriff, and he receives the 
warrant of the Court to act. He takes possession of the bank- 
rupt’s books and property, real and personal, in which he be- 
comes vested, and acquires the bankrupt’s rights. He collects 
and sues for the bankrupt’s debts, and may defend actions 
brought against him. He is bound to follow the directions 
of the creditors in managing or realising the estate, and to 
advise with the commissioners where no such directions are 
given. He must lodge all moneys received by him in bank, 
and if he retains more than £50, he must pay twenty per cent. 
on the excess, and may be dismissed without remuneration, be- 
sides having to pay the costs of the application. He keeps the 
minute book and regular accounts, always subject to the in- 
— of the creditors. Any creditor may apply to the 

eriff for his removal for any misconduct. He receives a 
commission on the funds realised, varying from 3} to 
4h per cent. as fixed by the commissioners, but subject 
to alteration by the sheriff or Court of Session, upon the appli- 
cation of either the trustee or any creditor. He has one im- 
portant duty to perform, to apply to the sheriff within eight 
days of his election, to fix the examination of the bankrupt. 
The day is fixed for any day appointed by the trustee, after 
seven and within fourteen days, and warrant is issued upe 


the bankrupt to attend. The trustee gives notice in ee 
burgh Gazette, and by letter to croditors claiming and men- 
tioned by the ‘bankrupt; and in the same notice appoints a day 
for a second 


ot not less than seven, nor more than four- 
the examination; and intimates the day, which is a 


statutory period, prior to which claims must be lodged, so as to 
secure participation in the first dividend, The trustee may 
obtain a warrant to apprehend the bankrupt for examination, 
or to bring him from gaol if imprisoned. He may obtain, fromthe 
Court of Session, a warrant to apprehend the bankrupt in any 
part of Great Britain or Ireland. And a warrant for a new or 
further examination may at any time be obtained. The exa- 
mination proceeds on oath, in open court, before the sheriff. 
The bankrupt may be committed for refusal to answer any 
question which the sheriff deems a proper one, and he has no 
appeal; but he may apply to the Court of Session to be set at 
liberty, All interested may examine him, but the principal 
examination is conducted by the trustee, 

A warrant to examine, or, if necessary, apprehend of 
the bankrupt’s family, servants, or law agents, or any 
“who can give information relative to the estate,” may also be 
obtained. . 

The bankrupt may, before the close of his examination, alter 
his state of affairs; he is then sworn to its truth and 
ness, and that he will reveal everything affecting his estate that 
may come to his knowledge, 

5. With reference to the Realisation and Distribution of the 
Estate—The first thing the trustee does after the examination 
is to make up a report of the bankrupt’s affairs, and an esti- 
mate of his funds, which is laid before the meeting called 
when notice of the examination was given. The creditors give 
directions for the realisation of the estate, or consider any offer 
of composition that may have been made, The first dividend, 
as already mentioned, must be paid within six months after 
sequestration; and the claims, &c., two months before the divi- 
dend is payable. A creditor not resident in Great Britain or 
Treland will be entitled, on lodging his claim, &c., within one 
month to have a sum equal to the share he would have received 
if in time reserved, and will receive such sum with his second 
dividend if his claim is sustained within fourteen days. After 
the claims are lodged, the trustee examines, and, in writing, 
admits or rejects them, stating his reasons of rejection; or he 
may require further evidence, No personal attendance of 
creditors is required, unless their evidence is necessary, The 
trustee makes up lists of admitted, and of wholly or partially 
rejected claims; eight days afterwards he again advertises in 
the Gazette the time and place for payment of the dividend, 
and sends written intimation to each creditor of his decision, 
and of the dividend payable where the claim is admitted. Any 
creditor may, within fifteen days after the notice in the 
Gazette, appeal to the sheriff, or Court of Session, against the 
decision upon his ewn or any other claim. If no appeal is 
made, the decision is final as regards that deed. At this 
stage of the proceedings, full legal evidence of the claims is re- 
quired by the trustee and the Court. 

The amount to be divided has, during the trustee’s examina- 
tion of the claims, been ascertained by the commissioners, upon 
an examination of the trustee’s accounts, who debit him with 
any penal interest incurred, and fix his commission. After 
which, they certify in the sederunt book, the balance due to or 
by him, and whether any and what portion of the estate (after 
reasonable deduction for contingencies,) should be divided. 

Immediately before the expiry of the six months, the trustee 
makes up a final “scheme of division of the funds” the 
claims admitted by himself, or on appeal, reserving funds to 
meet appeals still undisposed of, and states the amount of divi- 
dend. He then sends notice to each creditor of the sum he is 
to receive; and the dividend is paid on the first lawful day after 
the expiration of the six months from the date of seqnes- 
tration. 

The second dividend is paid on the first lawful day after the 
expiration of ten months from the date of awarding sequestra- 
tion. The third, three months after that; and each 
dividend at the end of three months after the previous one, 
the estate is divided. Creditors who have not claimed before 
may claim for any of these dividends; and the procedure upon 
such claims is the same as that already noticed. They will 


receive, if the funds admit of it without prior 
dividends, a sum to equalise their dividend to those 
paid. Shase we lene aieany Seaente reesive Sete Oe 
as a matter of course, if their claims have been sustained. 
After the second dividend is paid, a < 
may resolve that the future dividends shall 
P intervals than three months; and three-fourths 
the sheriff or Court of Session to fd, 
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twelve months from the date of sequestration; but a majority 
of three-fourths may then, at a meeting specially called, sell 
them by auction, in whole or in lots, with all the remaining in- 
terest of the creditors in the bankrupt’s estate, after one month’s 
advertisment. 

6. When the whole funds have been distributed, the rusteet 
calls a meeting, on twenty-one days’ notice, by Gazette adver- 
tisement, before which he lays the sederunt book, &c., with a 
list of unclaimed dividends. The creditors may express their 
opinion of his conduct. The trustee lays a minute thereof before 
the sheriff or Court of Session, along with a petition for his 
discharge. The Court, after hearing any creditor, may, ormay 
not, pronounce decree of exoneration or discharge. If pro- 
nounced, the bond of caution is delivered up; the unclaimed 
dividends are consigned in bank. The books and papers are 
sent to the accountant in bankruptcy for preservation. Any 
creditor proving his title to the unclaimed dividend belonging 
to him will get an order from the sheriff or Court of Session 
for its payment, and any surplus, after paying all the debts in 
full, is, of course, handed over to the bankrupt. 

7. The bankrupt himself may meanwhile have been taking 
proceedings for his own discharge (certificate); as a preliminary, 
at any stage, he must obtain a report from the trustee, setting 
forth how far he has complied with the Act, whether he has 
attended his examination, made a full disclosure, or been guilty 
of any collusion, and whether his bankruptcy has proceeded 
from innocent misfortune or loss, or from culpable or reckless 
conduct. This report the trustee may make at any time after 
the bankrupt’s examination, but he is not bound to do so until 
five months after the date of the sequestration. After obtain- 
ing this report, the bankrupt may, at any time after his examina- 
tion, with the consent of every creditor, present his petition. 
On the expiration of six months after the date of sequestration, 
the consent of a majority in number, and four-fifths in value, 
of the creditors; of twelve months, the consent of a majority 
in number, and two-thirds in value; and of eighteen months, 
the consent of a majority in number and value is sufficient. On 
the expiration of two years no consent is required. The peti- 
tion is ordered to be intimated in all cases in the Gazette, and 
to each creditor; and if, after twenty-one days, no opposi- 
tion is made, a deliverance (judgment) is pronounced, find- 
ing the bankrupt entitled to his discharge. If opposition 
is made, the Court, after hearing parties, may refuse the 
prayer of the petition. If the prayer is to be granted, the 
bankrupt must emit a declaration, or, if required by any credi- 
tor, an oath, that he has made a full surrender, that he has not 
given or promised any preference, or mad@® any other promise to 
or agreement with any creditor, for the purpose of obtaining his 
consent to his discharge. The deliverance is then pronounced. 
There is no division resembling that of certificates into classes. 
Nothing is paid to the bankrupt on his discharge, except the 
surplus of his property, if any, and the discharge is recorded in 
all the registers in which the award of sequestration was re- 
corded. 

8. The sequestration proceedings may be brought to a con- 
clusion by an offer at the first or any subsequent meeting of a 
composition accompanied by security. The meeting can only 
resolve to entertain this offer, and it is considered at the next 
meeting, the sequestration proceedings going on as if no offer 
had been made. If made at the first meeting, the resolution 
to entertain, as well as the subsequent acceptance (if accepted) 
must be supported by a majority in number, and nine-tenths 
in value, of the creditors. If made at any subsequent 
meeting, a majority in number and four-fifths in value is suffi- 
cient at either stage. Notice that the offer has been enter- 
tained must be given in the Gazette and by letter, and the 
trustee in the letters calling the second meeting must furnish 
the creditors, so far as he can, with an abstract of the state of 
affairs, anda valuation of the estate. If accepted, a report of 
the proceedings, with the bond of security, is sent by the 
trustee to the sheriff or Court of Session, who may hear any 
objections. If the offer is found reasonable, and has been 

accepted, it may be then approved of by the Court. The bank- 
rupt then makes a declaration, or oath if required, similar to 
that which he emits before his discharge without composition 
is granted, and if the Court is satistied, a deliverance or judg- 
ment is pronounced, discharging him of all debts contracted 
before sequestration, reserving the claims. for the composition. 
Before this judgment is pronounced, the commissioners must 
have audited the trustee's accounts and fixed his remuneration. 
The trustee then obtains his own discharge. Mr. Hastings has 
already stated, with sufficient accuracy, the Scotch law on this 
subject, and I need not, therefore, enlarge upon it. 
It now only remains to notice very briefly the nature of the 





remedies which the law provides to parties injured by any of 
the proceedings thus briefly detailed. In all cases there is an 
appeal against either a resolution of the creditors or a decision 
of the trustee to the Court of Session, or the sheriff of the 
county. An appeal may, in some cases, be taken from the 
sheriff to the Court of Session; in other cases, there is no 
appeal, as in the matter of the election of a trustee. Appeals 
or other applications coming in the first instance before the 
Court of Session, are heard by the Lord Ordinary on the bills 
who sits without intermission the whole year, there being a 
rotation of judges to execute the office. 


Appeals from the sheriff go direct to the Inner House, and 
from that to the House of Lords, except in vacation, when they 
are heard by the Lord Ordinary on the bills. This judge's 
decisions generally are subject to review by the Inner House 
and House of Lords. 


The Courts hold that all matters of mere discretion are con- 
fided to the creditors, and only interfere to enforce ‘observance 
of the spirit and letter of the statute, and to determine legal 
questions affecting the validity of debts claimed on. No appeal 
has any effect in delaying the proceedings in the sequestration, 

The creditors, by a majority in number and value, may at 
any meeting remove the trustee from office, and the creditors 
to the amount of one-fourth in value may at any time apply to 
the Lord Ordinary for his removal, showing cause. 


A further security for the regularity of the proceedings has 
been supplied by the institution, under the last statute, of the 
office of accountant in bankruptcy, which is purely one of super- 
intendence, Notwithstanding the limited nature of the duties, 
the creation of this office was looked upon with great jealousy, 
so alarmed were the public on this side of the Tweed at the 
prospect of official interference. There can be no doubt, how- 
ever, that the accountant in bankruptcy is a most useful 
officer. He keeps books for recording every sequestration, and 
the date of every statutory step, with which the trustee and 
clerk of court are bound to furnish him, He reports any 
irregularity to the Court of Session, who may dismiss the 
trustee, or punish him by imprisonment, if necessary. No money 
passes through the accountant’s hands, except the unclaimed 
dividends. 

Such is a sketch of the Scottish system of bankruptcy as 
now ‘in force, omitting the details of procedure, the adaptation 
to the case of firms and parties deceased, &., which the general 
explanations given will enable any one who desires these 
details to supply from Mr. Kinnear’s treatise, which is well 
worthy of being studied by merchants as well as lawyers. We 
do not consider the system perfect; every year some improve- 
ment in the administration of it is suggested; and from time to 
time these have been embodied in legislative enactments; but 
experience has only led to the confirmation and extensioz of the 
leading principle of the system, that the bankrupt’s estate be- 
longs to the creditors, and that they are best fitted to administer 
it. We think, therefore, that we are justified in believing, as 
all Scotchmen do, that the system is a development of the 
true principles upon which bankrupt law should be founded, and 
that its success is the surest evidence of its truth. We do not 
believe that it can be imported into England, with its forms and 
machinery, simple as these seem to us. But we feel certain 
that it never can be engrafted upon the English law, with the 
remotest chance of success, because the nature of the two laws 
differs toto celo. But we are persuaded that its principles 
might be seized upon and converted; and we shall be glad if 
the foregoing explanations shall have tended, in any degree, to 
facilitate this measure of assimilation. 


a eo 


Court Papers. 


CHANCERY SITTINGS.—Easter Term, 1858. 
LORD CHANCELLOR. Wednesday 28,.App. Mtns. & Apps. 





At Westminster. Thursday 29 

Thursd, Apr. 15.. App, Mtns.& Ay Friday ” 
9 Apr. 19. . App, SMNS.&¢ APPS. | Saturd., May | 

At Lincoln's Inn, Monday 3 A 
Friday 16. . Appeals. Tuesda 4 7 Appeals. 
Saturday 17..Petns. & Appeals. | Wed y 5 
Monday 19 ) cineala Thursday 6 
Tuesday 90$ ape Friday WV) 
Wednesday 21..App, Mtns.& Apps. | Saturday | 8,. App, Mtns. & Pets, 
Thursday 22% 
Friday 23 : 
Saturday 24> Appeals. Norice.—Such days as his Lordship 
Monday 2% is hearing Appeals in the House of 
Tuesday 7 Lords are excepted. 
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MASTER OF THE ROLLS. Monday 
‘ Tuesday 
Wednesday 


Friday 


20} General Paper. 


21..Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 
22..General Paper. 
23. .Petns. ( first) 
24 ic. Causes, Sht. 
Cis., & Gen. Pap. 
Fd General Paper. 
y 28..Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 
29..General Paper. 
30..Petns. (unop. first) 


Saturd., May 1 {as fant” 
Monday Z 


Tuesday 4 
Wednesday 5 
Thursday 6 
7 
8 


+ Abate Petn. Day. 
19 > General Paper. 
20 


General Paper. 


Petns.(unop. first), 
Sht. Cas.,& Sht.Cls, 
..-Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 


Friday 


: General Paper. Saturday 


7..Gen. Petn. Day. 
8.. Motions. 

Short Causes, Short Claims, Consent 
Causes, Unopposed Petitions, and 
Claims, every Saturday. The 
unopposed Petitions to be taken 


V. C. Str JOHN STUART. 
At Westminster. 
Thursd. Apr. 15. . Motions. 


At Lincotn’s Inn. 


16..Petns. & Gen. Pap. 
17 Sht. Causes, Sht. 
i Cis., & Gen. Pap. 


20} General Paper. 
- Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 


first. 

Notice.—Unopposed Petitions must 
be presented, and copies left with 
the Secretary, on or before the 
Thursday p the Saturday | Tuesday 
on which it is intended they should Wednesday 2 
be heard. Thursday 

Friday 


THE LORDS JUSTICES. Saturday a, & Gen. Pap. 5 
At Westminster. Monday 26 


Thursd. Apr. 15.. Appeal Motions. 4 General Paper. 
At Lincoin’s Inn 28..Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 
29. .General Paper. 
in Lun. & 


Petns. 30. .Petns. & Gen. Pap. 
Friday. 16 {ake ., App. Mtns., 4 


Sht. Causes, Sht. 
App.Petns.& Apps. | Saturd., May fae & Gen, Pap. 

Saturday 17 
Monday 19 > Appeals. 
20 


Monday 3 
Tuesda 
4 : yo Mtns. & Apps. 


Friday 
Saturday 
Monday 


General Paper. 


y '| Wednesday 5 

ye 5 
Wednesday ass wa 
Thursday 


nag lg Sht. Ca 
; .. Sht. 
Poms. in Tun. & | Friday , { Sne.Chs. de Gen Pap. 
Friday 23 Saturday 


pry ban ‘Wehade 8.. Motions. 


Monday 26 > Appeals. 
we ‘ 
nesday 28.. tenons = Apps. 
ae 29..A' 
rg ‘in Lun. & 
Bktcy.,App.Petns., 
‘- Appeals. 


{i 
| : 


V. C. Sm W. PAGE WOOD. 
At Westminster. 
Thursd. Apr. 15. . Motions. 
At Lincoln's Inn. 
16. .General Paper. 


17 Petns., Sht. Causes, 
Cls., & Gen. Pap. 


General Paper. 
Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 


Friday 
Saturday 


Monday 19 
6 | Tuesday 20 
| Wednesday 21.. 
Petns. in Lun. & | Thereday” 22). 
7 4 Bktcy.,App.Petns., | Friday “9g ¢ General Paper. 
{ Petns.. Sht. Causes, 


and Appeals. ‘ 
Saturd., May 8..App. Mtns. & Apps, | Saturday 24 1 Cls. & Gen. Pap. 
Notice. — e days (if any) on Monday 
which the Lorps Justices shall ‘Tuesday 4 General Paper. 
be engaged in the Full Court, are | Wednesday 28. .Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 
excepted. | Thursday Ht Ganevel Paver 
| Friday 30 ig 
| Saturd., May 1 One Gen Pap.” 
i ae 3 
Tuesday 4 
| Wednesday 5 General Paper. 
' Thursday 6, 
Friday 7 "{ Petns., Sht.Causes, 
— 1 Cls., & Gen. Pap. 
| Saturday 8.. Motions, 


ed 





V. C. Sir R. T. KINDERSLEY. 
At Westminster’. 
Thursd. Apr. 15. . Motions. 
At Lincoln’s Inn. 
Friday 16..Petns. (unop. first) 


. » {Sht. Causes, Sht. 
Saturday 17 Cls., & Gen. Pap. 


Queen's Bench. 
CROWN PAPER.—Easrer Tera, 1858. 


Devonshire, The Queen v. The Tiverton Burial Board. 
Plymouth, The Queen on the Prosecution of the Local Board of 
» Respondents, v. Robert Luscombe, Appellant. 
” The Queen on the Prosecution of same, Respondents, 
v, Alexander Pontey, Appellant. 
” Same v, Elizabeth Shortland, Appellant. 
Leicestershire. John Cattell, sqrt, v. John Ireson, Respondent. 
William John Evelyn, Appellant, o. ‘John Whichcord, 
Respondent. 
John James Greig, Appellant, v. J, Bendens, Respondent. 
Cumberland. John Steel, Appellant, v. Thomas Robley, Respondent. 
Sheffield, Thomas Youdan, Appellant, v. Edwin Crookes, Re- 
spondent, 


Essex, Daniel Richardson, Appellant, v. William Gladwin and 
‘Another, Respondents, ” 





473, 
The Yorkshire Tire and Axle 


Se ee Cn pe SUL 


Heal: 
W. R., Yorkshire. John Tennant, Appellant, v. James Hargreaves, Re- 
Essex. James Digby, Appellant, v. The West Ham Local Board 
sponden’ 


Yorkshire. — 


of Heal ts. 
A. tes ‘Appellant, v. John Crocker, Respondent. 
Henry Ellis and ~Another, Appellants, v. Frederick 
Pearce, Respondent. 


—w 
> 


Guclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 


iis Aceoat f Mee bond lofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties a the gh unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months 


bare Lucy, Widow, Eton, Bucks, £110 New Three per Cents.—Claimed 
by Joun SEcKER, surviving executor. 
GreEvVILLE, SrapteTon Joun, Esq., Barwell, Leicester, £300 Consols.— 
GREVILLE. 


Claimed by STAPLETON JoHN 

Forses, Right Hon. G Joun ( y called Viscount Forbes), Sir 
Cuartes Abney Hastines, Bart. (Millesley, Derbyshire, & Jonn Bateur, 
jun., Esq., of the Middle Temple, £2,000 Consols.—Claimed by Sir 
CHARLES ABNEY Hastines, and Jon Baxevy, the survivors. 

Leg, Rev. Harry, Rector, Witt1aM Paine, & Henry Stevens, Farmers, 
all of Ash, Surrey, £58 Consols.—Claimed by Rev. Gipert Watt 
HeEarucore, Kector Rector, and WiLL1AM BRAITHWAITE and WILLIAM KERSLEY, 
Churchwardens of Ash. 

LeicesteR, Rev. Georce Cartes Freperick, Beckenham, Kent, 
£3,333: 6 : 8 Consols.—Claimed by Rev. Witi1AM Burces Harne, Clerk, 
acting executor. 


Heir at Raw and Next of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Boon, Marta (formerly Price), deceased, Lee-lane, Lewisham, Kent.— 
Her children, if any be living, to apply to Rev. Henry Edwards, St. Ger- 


mains, Lynn, Norfolk. 
—_—_—- — 


Births, Marriages. and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 

DAWSON—On Mar. 28, Mary Jane, the wife of William Dawson, Esq., 0 
8 Springfield-terrace, Camberwell-grove, of a son. 

DAY—On Mar. 29, the wife of Arthur James Day, of Norwich, Solicitor, of 
@ son. 

MARRIOTT—On Mar. 24, at No. 27 Ladbroke-sq., Kensington-park, Mrs. 
T. Lechmere Marriott, of a son. 

MURDOCH—On Mar. 25, at 8 Manor-place, Edinburgh, the wife of J. Burn 
Murdoch, jun., Esq., Advocate, of a daughter. 

TAYLOR—On Mar. 24, at 8 Ladbroke Villas, Notting-hill, the wife of 
William Moseley Tayler, Esq., of a son. : 


MARRIAGES. 

COBBY—KING—At St. George’s, Hanover-square, by the Rev. A. M. Sug- 
den, M.A., Edward John, youngest son of Charles Cobby, Esq., of 
Brighton, Solicitor, to Catherine, second daughter of Thomas King, Esq., 
also of Brighton, Solicitor. 

COLE—PALMER—On Mar. 25, at St. Martin’s-in-the-Fields, Henry Ed- 
mund Cole, of Waltham-cross, Herts, Solicitor, to Caroline Walker, 
pod a daughter of the late Richard Palmer, of Enfield Highway, 

jesex. 

DORMAN—SWINFORD—On Mar. 25, at the parish church, Minster, 
Thanet, by the Rev. R. T. Wheeler, Charles Dorman, of Park-rd., Haver- 
stock-hill, and Essex-st., Strand, Solicitor, to Janie, third” daughter of 
John Swinford, Esq., of Minster Abbey. 

DEATHS. 

GORDON—On Mar. 28, at 3 Fitzroy-st., Fitzroy-sq., rats relict of 
the late James Gordon, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, aged 95 

KING—On Mar. 29, at Hastings, Henry King, Esq., of the Lower House, 
Mayfield, Sussex, Solicitor, in his 38th year. 

PLUNKETT—On Mar. 27, at Cheltenham, Diana, third daughter of the 
late William Plunkett, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 


ae 


Money Market. 


CITY, Tuurspay Eventne. 

Good Friday is, as usual, to be observed as a holiday at the 
Bank, Stock Exchange, and other places of public resort, and 
Saturday, also, so far as circumstances will permit. 

The payment to the public of the April dividends at the , 
Bank, and of the life annuities at the National Debt Office, 
will commence on Thursday, the 8th inst. 

The closing price of Consols this afternoon, for money, is 
96} per cent., showing a fall of about } per cent. in the course 
of the week. No change has taken place in the Bank rate of 
discount, and money is more in demand. 

Tenders for the loan of £5,000,000 to the East India Com- 
pany, upon the security of: the revenue of India, have this day 
been opened at the India House. The result has not been 
officially announced, but it is understood that offers have been 


Swansea. 
London. 
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made and accepted for the whole amount, except £150,000; 
and this exception is said to be owing to a misunderstanding. 
The minimum price is 97 per cent., and the tenders vary from 
97 to 101 per cent. This result is believed to be quite as 
favourable as was expected at the India House, and more 
than some other parties thought probable. Particulars as to 
payment of instalments and dividends were mentioned in our 
last number. 


The Revenue Accounts of the United Kingdom, published 
to-day, are very satisfactory. The total decrease upon the 
year which ended yesterday, compared with the previous a 
is large; but nine millions a-year of income-tax were taken off 
last April, and, although the remaining income-tax, and the 
arrears collected in the course of the year, amount to eleven and 
a-half millions, this amount is four and a-half millions short of the 
income-tax collected in the previous year; and the difference 
between the two amounts of income-tax exceeds the total de- 
crease in the year now ended. The produce of stamp-duties has 
been remarkably steady during both years, the last quarter 
showing a moderate increase. A favourable result of. stamp- 
duties is, in regard to the time in question, better evidence of 
national progress than is afforded by Customs and Excise. The 
total decrease upon the quarter is two and a-half millions; but 
here, again, the decrease is less than the difference shown in 
the respective amounts of income-tax collected in the two 
quarters. 

The active competition between the Great Northern and the 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway lines, on one 
side, and the London and North Western on the other, has not 
yet yielded to the influence of the deputation to which their 
differences were referred. The deputation represents four 
companies, whose districts adjoin the districts of those in com- 
petition. They deprecate the continuance of a state of things 
which may extend itself, not only into their own districts, but 
over the whole country. They call upon the competing com- 
panies to meet each other in the spirit of real conciliation. In 
the event of their suggestions not being carried out, they will 
consider the defaulting company as wanting in regard not only 
to its own interests, but to the general interests of railway pro- 
perty. 

In the railway market the shares of the competing lines have 
experienced a reduction in consequence of the failure of these 
negotiations. 
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‘London Gazettes. 


Pew Member of Parliament. 


Cottece or THE Hoty Tainity or Dustin.—Anthony Lefroy, Esq., 
Master of Arts, in the room of the Right Honourable Jesh Napier, who 
has accepted the office of Lord High Chancellor of Ireland. 


Bankrupts, 
Tuespay, Mar’. 30, 1858. 


ARMITAGE, G Iron Merchant, 28 Clement’s-lane. Com. Fon- 
blanque : ‘April 15 and May 11, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. + a 
Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 Walbrook. Pet. ‘or arrgnt. Dec 

BRIZARD, Urstan, Tailor, 9 Sherrard- st., Golden-sq. Com. Fonblanav: 
April 16, at 11.30; and May 10, at 1; Basinghall-st. . Ass. Gi 
Sol. Daniel, Albion-chamhers, ll ‘Adam-st., Adelphi. . Mar. ag 

a Joun, & Benzamin Dawes, Builders & Contractors, 20 George-st., 

, and Times Wharf, Pimlico; also of Louth 5 
he of Canada West, North ‘America, Com. Fonblangue A 12) for 
Pot Gems unt na a ie Assignees as advei in last 

riday’s Gazette) and May 7, at 12; Saeene Off. Ass. 
Sol. Dalton, 3 Bucklersbury. Pet. Feb 

FRIEND, Georox, Bookseller, Kidderminster, Com. Balguy: A ong 
29, at 11.30; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols, James & 

Birmi i are Pe. Mar 26. 

HANSO Josnva, & Jamzs Hanson, Woollen = Sees Leg por 
Com. Ayrton : April 20 and May 24, at 11; Com ee tone 

2 Hope. Sols, Clough, Huddersfield ; or Bond & k, Leeds. 


HOLDER, - = Carpenter & Builder, 22 Great Winchester-st., and 12 
Lower Homerton-terr., Homerton. Com. Holroyd: April 13, at 9; and 
May | 1, at 12; ; Basinghall- -st. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol, Sydney, 46 Finsbury- 


Ped. Ma 
JONES” Was, hy CHARLES Jones, Tallow Chandlers, 15 High-st., 
Islington. Com. wee os 13, and May 8, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
, W. J. & G. Boulton, 21a Northampton-sq. 


4 0. 
LISETT, Gvonox, Busk Manufacturer, odd. Com, West: April 17 
and May , at 10; Council-hall, Of”. Ass. Brewin, Sol. 


HeLa Pet. Mar. 27, 
MITCH Josern, Builder, Sheffield, and of Leicester, + 
om West: April 17 and May 29, 29, at SIs Counci-hall, of. 
Ass. Brewin. Sols. Branson heffield. Pet. Mar. 18, 
POWELL, Wit11am, Grocer, Suffolke Com. Fonblanque 
16, at 11.80; and te ti, A 12; ghall-st. As. 
Sols, Bole, rner, 64 Aldermanbury ; or ler, Son, & Bugg, 
Norwich, Pet. Mar. 9 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED! 
Toxspay, Mar, 30, 1858, 


Kerb, Aurxaxpes, Dealer in Potatoes, Southall- green, Southall, Middlesex 
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MEETINGS. 


TorspayY, Mar. 30, 1858. 
Cameron, Jonn, Tomas een 8 ns Bevery, Tailors, Henrietta- 
oy Westminster (but which has been superseded as regards J. Cameron). 
Div. April 20, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
DuLLAoaRa, James, & BartTHoLomEw DELLAGAN NA, Stereotype Founders, 


, Clerkenwell. final Div. April "al, at 12.30; Basing- 
burn. 
Builder, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire. Div. April 29, at 


ill. 
Hats, Gerona, x, Upholsterer, North-st., Brighton. Final Div. April 21, at 
12; Basinghall-st . Goulburn. 
Lone, oreey — ener, Habe, Lincolnshire. Div. April 21, at 1; 
‘on! ue. 
MACKENZIE, ‘or ee: Bart., Ropert CamMERon, & James Hotmes Borue, 


Merchants, "s-pl., te-st. Div. sep. est. J. H. Boyle, 
April 20, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 
Minter, BENJAMIN, Mercer, Landport, Portsea, Southampton. Div. April 
22, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans 
yy, SAMUEL, Jeweller, 18 na , Caroline-st. ., Birmingham. Div. 


‘om. y- 
of Paul-st., Finsbury, now of Somerset-pl., 
praree 21, atl; Basinghall -st. Com. Fonblanque. 
Ro Licensed Victualler, St. Asaph, Flintshire. Div. April 
21, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Perry. 
SnanLey, Patrick, Boot and Shoe Dealer, Manchester. Further Div. 
April 21, at 12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 
Manufacturer, 119 Albany-st., Regent’s- 
Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 


STEEDMAN, JAMES, Piano Forte 
. Div. April 22, at 11; 
Vironp, Uraicx, Flour Miller, Alston, Cumberland. Jast Ex. (by adj. 
from Mar. 5) April 13, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Com. > 

Waeeter, Tuomas, jun., Miller, Poston Mill, Vowchurch, Herefordshire. 
Div. April 23, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy, 

WHITEHEAD, GEORGE, Printer, 76 Fileet-st., and 2 Boyle-st., Burlington- 
gardens, Scrivener. Div. April 22, at 12 ; Basinghall- -st. Com. 


Holroyd, 
DIVIDENDS. 
Tusspay, Afar. 30, 1858. 


ry Joun Srepnenson, Cooper, Kingston-upon-Hull. 
y-st.-chambers, Hull; any Thursday, |1 to 2 
per Wai , King-st. .» Richmond, Surrey. First, 5s. 
uildhall- -chambers, Basinghall- st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 
CnomPron, went Licensed Victualler, Kingston-upon-Huil. First, 5s. 
Carrick, mage Perea Hull; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 
Croupson, Money Scrivener, Wigan, Lancashire. Final, 3s. 10}d. 
Fraser, 45 pve Rare Manchester ; any Tuesday, 11 tol 
Hus, Wittiam, Grocer, 6 Harman-st. .» Milton, near Gravesend. First, 
5s. Pennell. 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 
ll to 2. 
_2 Rev. ANDREW, Wood Merchant, North Cave, Yorkshire. Third, 
» Quay-st.-chambers, Hull ; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 
wines, JAMES, Leather Dresser, Upper Kussell-st., Bermondsty. 
Second, 43d, Stangfeld, 10 Basinghall-st.; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 


CERTIFICATES, 
1 be ALLoweD, unless Notice be given, and Cause. shown on Day of Meeting. 
Torspay, Mar. 30, 1858. 
Asaey, Francis yures, Mg re Manufacturer, Huddersfield. April 26, at 


ry an ts Wapping Wall, Wapping. April 22, at 
Renedie Tamas ogg Confectioner, Nottingham. April 20, at 10.30; 


Victualler, Dudley Port, Tipton, Staffordshire. 
April 30, at 105 Bi ham. 
,» Henry Jonn, /hme JANSEN, Merchants, 8 Crutched-friars. 
April 21, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
Hampson, Joun, Grocer, Wrexham, Denbighshire. April 26, at 12; Liver- 


Hyper, Frepericx Tuomas, Grocer, . ae terr., Ledbury-rd., Bays- 
water. April 22, at 11.30; Basinghal 
April 21, at 12; Basinghall-st. 


Kine, Roser, Builder, Pentony ille-rd. 
» WILLIAM Henny, Commission Agent, 20 Cannon-st. West, and | Al- 
Islington, April 22, at 2; ghall-st. 


mora-terr., Gloucester-rd., 
Moornam, Reotnaty Gronce HaMLYN, Bonded Store Merchant, 35 U; 
a and 10 Hampshire-terr., Camden-rd. Villas. April 21, 
3 Basingh. 
Ootr, ANDREW, James Ropinson, & Witt1am Oaxs, Engineers, Preston. 
April 26, at 12; 
E, WiLLiaM, Coal Merchant, York. ‘April 26, at 12; Commercial- 


Panu, is & Jaume Be Ronatp, Commission Agents, Bread-st. April 
’ ; 
Shrewsbury. April 80, at 10 ; Birmingham. 


First, 5s. 


, Joun, Coal Dealer, 
aun Davin, Innkeeper, Ullerskelf, Yorkshire. May 3, at 11; Com- 


sane Straw Hat jsanatotarer, 1 Crawford-st., Portman-sq. 
beep Ty kane Joun, Tailor, High-st., Canterbury. April 22, at 
To be DELIVERED, unless Arpeat be duly entered. 
Turspar, Mar. 30, 1858, 


Mansa, Epwanp Lixpsay, Ship Broker, Liverpool. Mar, 24, Ist class, 
—s Ln Stock and Share Broker, 26 Throgmorton-st, Mar, 25, 


See ny nme, em. Mar. UY, and clase 


Mar, 23, Qnd 


& , 
maeow, Roman, & fans Jaman Paar Merchants, 12 Billiterssq. 





Mires, Wr11am, Corn and Wool Merchant, New Corn Market, Mark-lane, 
and Hornchurch; Essex. Mar. 24, 2nd class. 

Rosixson, THomas, Ironmonger, Manchester. Mar. 17, 3rd class. 

Rosiey, Ricuarp, & Epmunp Watrer Baices, Lace Manufacturers, Not- 
tingham. Mar. 23, 3rd class. 

Scrusy, James, Grocer, Bishop Stortford, Herts. Mar. 24, 2nd class. 

Tuurcoop, Epwarb Inp, Builder, 2 Orchard-st., Kentish-town. Mar. 24, 


3rd class. 
— Tuomas, Corn Chandler, Wellington-st., Woolwich. Mar. 24, 2nd 


Assignments for Wenefit of Creditors. 
Turspay, Mar. 30, 1858, 


Barnes, Josepu, Coal & Timber Merchant, Dauntsey Wharf, near Chippen- 
ham, Wilts. Mar. 22. Trustees, J. Hill, Gent-, Paulton, near Bristol ; 
H. L. Dunsford, Gent., Swindon Wharf, Wilts; G. Feare, Gent., Tims- 
bury, near Bath. Sol. Pratt, Wootton Bassett. 

Cuare, Wittram, Witt1aM Leron Crare, & Joun Leien Crane, Cotton 
Brokers, Liverpool. Mar. 22. Trustees, J. ns reg J Director of 
rs Royal Bank of Liverpool, Liverpool ; H. Banner, Accountant, 

. Sol. Bardswell, Liverpool. 

oun Georce Samus, Builder, Whittlesey, Isle of Ely. Mar. 19. 
Trustees, J. pee Timber & Slate Merchant, Wisbeach; J. Sturton, 
Chemist & Druggist, Peterborough. Creditors to exeeute before May 
20. Sot. Willders, Whittlesey. 

Moon, Ricnarp, Watchmaker, Pike-st., Liskeard, Cornwall. Mar. 9. 
Trustees, J. Jackson, Factor, 49 Ellis-st., Exeter-row, erg H. 
Smith, Jeweller, 12 Kingsland-crescent, Kingsland-rd. Sol. Hingston, 
jun., Liskeard. 

Stuart, Cnartes, Draper, 8 Ashley-crescent, City-rd., Mar. 12. Trustee, 
C. Mouat, Warehouseman, Russia-row, Milk-st. Sol. Wellborne, 7 
Duke-st., London-bridge, Southwark. 

Wutrenovse, Witt1am, Innkeeper & Boiler Maker, Codnor Park, Derb <4 
shire. Mar. 23. Trustees, S. Cooper, Cooper, Ripley, Derbyshire; W. 
Thorniey, Grocer, Park. Creditors to execute before June 24. 
Sol. Walker, Belper. 


Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Tuespay, Afar. 30, 1858. 


BREWER, JOuN SHERREN, Gent., late of Mile End, in the hamlet of Eaton, 
Norwich (who died in March, 1846). Brewer v. Taylor, M. R. Last 
Day for Proof, April 28. 

Dosson, Henry, Hammersmith, Middlesex (who died in - 1852). Dob- 
son v. Brown, "V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, April 1 

Northumberland “(who died in 


HALL, JaAMEs RIDLey, Gent., Corbridge, 
5 Hutchinson v. Hall, M. R. Last Des vo Frew, Aa April 28. 
Staffordshire (who died in 


Gent., Handswort! 
Re iLyster's estate Hill v. Lyster, V. C. Wood. Last Day 
Sor Proof, April 
Werks, Hanriet, . ‘Cornwallis-pl.. in the parish of St. Philip and Ss. 
Jacob, Bristol (who died in April, 1857). Rosser v. Hember, V. C. 


Stuart. Last Day for Proof, May 10. 


THinding-up of Joint Stock Courpantes. 
Tvsspax, Mar. 30, 1858. 


UsiimitTsp, In CHANCERY. 

NATIONAL Parent Stream Fvet Company.—V. C. Kindersley, on Mar. 19, 
ordered this Company to be absolutely wound up. 

Wruam's Steam Fuet Company.—The Master o the Rolls, on Mar. 25, 
ordered this Company te be absolutely dissolved, as from that day, and 
wound up. 

LIMITED, IN BANKRUPTCY. 


West Ham Dist1Ltery Company (LIMirep).—Mr. Commissioner Fane will, 
on April 1, at 11, proceed with the further settlement of the list of con- 
tributories of this Company ; and at 12 the contributories are to 
an Official Liquidator, to act concurrently with the Official 
already named by the Court 


Scoteh Sequestrations. 
Tuespay, Mar. 30, 1858. 

Bucuanan, Joux, & Rosert Lockuar7, Wine Merchants, Glasgow. April 
6, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. Mar, 25. 

DALEY, Joun, Watch Dealer and Perfumer, . April 2, at 12; 
Red Lion-hotel, Falkirk. Seg. Mar, 25. 

Datuas, Perer, Meal gy S ‘Char st., Inverness. April 5, at 2; 
Union-hotel, Inverness. Seg. M 

Forass, Geores, Wine Merchant, 6 Hewe-a, —— Rg 1; 
Dowells & Lyon's — 18 George-st., 

Rvsskxt, Joux, Wright & Pollockshaws. pe 6,at3; Rose 
& ‘Phistle-hotel, County-pl., Paisley. Seq. Mar. 27. 

ban nan 
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HEPBURNS 


Old Established Exsh and Heed Box Wlanafaciory, 


93, Cuancery Lans (six doors north of Law Institution). 


N.B.—Offices and Streag Roams fitted up with iron floors, frames, and 
shelves. Estimates given. Lists of sizes and prices forwarded on applica- 
tion. 








ESSRS. WALTERS & CO. LEGAL and 
ag yee AGENTS, 6, GRAY'S-INN-PLACE, GRAY'S- 
INN, LONDON, W. C., devote their entire attention to perp aay ote 
tiation of rships, Practices, and similar matters, at one 
purchase~muney. 


payable out of the 
No charge made to in Town or Country for the Intreduction. 
of Clerks, who who are in © veghhtor thir Damen, vents, anil CURRIE, 
between 1) & 4 daily, tree of expense, 
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AW.—A GENTLEMAN who is in the last year of 
his Articles, and has had considerable experience, desires the 
MANAGEMENT of a First-class CONVEYANCING Practice, with the 
view to a Partnership preferred. 
Address, M. A., “ Solicitors’ Journal ” Office, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln’s- 
n. 





AW.—A YOUNG SOLICITOR of active habits, 
having a moderate Practice within a few miles of London, is 
desirous of obtaining a Partnership or Practice in London, to be held in 
connection with his present business. 
Address, D. Z., (No. 49), Office of the “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 59, Carey- 
street, W. C. 


AW.—WANTED 


year of his Age, Admi' 
of to £600 per annum, in a WELL-ESTABLISHED PRAC- 
TICE. None Det Principals will be treated with, and the strictest 
References given and required. Country preferred. 
Applications to be addressed to A. B., care of Messrs. Trinder & Eyre, 
Solicitors, 1, John-street, Bedtord-row, W.C. 


AW.—CONVEYANCING CLERKSHIP.—A 
GENTLEMAN, who has lately passed his Examination (but is not 
Admitted), wishes fora CONVEYANCING CLERKSHIP in Town. Salary 
rioderate. 
Apply, by Letter, to A. Y., at the Lodge, New Inn, Strand, London. 





haf a GENTLEMAN in the 28th 
in Easter Term, 1852, a PARTNERSHIP 








ARRISTER’S CLERK. — Wanted, a CLERK 
experienced in Equity and Conveyancing business. 
Address, X. Y., care of Mr. William Amer, Law Bookseller, Lincoln’s-inn- 
gate, London. 


RTICLED CLERK.—There is a Vacancy for an 
es ARTICLED CLERK, on the usual terms, in a very old-established, 
considerable, and increasing CITY PRACTICE. No application need be 
made on behalf of any young Gentleman who has not received an excellent 
general education, and whose antecedents will not bear proper investigation. 

Address, in the first instance by letter, T. H. T., care of Messrs. Waterloo, 
Law Stationers, &c., Birchin-lane. 


O SOLICITORS AND TRUSTEES.—An 
EXPERIENCED COLLECTOR undertakes the COLLECTION of 
RENTS and GENERAL MANAGEMENT of every description of House 
Property, under the direction of Owners or their Solicitors. If preferred, 
will undertake Weekly property on a Repairing Lease, or at a stipulated 
annual rental. The highest references to Solicitors and others. 
Address, C. C., 22, Bayham-terrace, Camden-road, N. W 











AW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY, AT 
THE LAW INSTITUTION, CHANCERY LANE. 





QUESTIONS FOR DISCUSSION. 


Torspay, Aprit 6TH, 1858, BEING EasTeR TUESDAY, THERE WILL BE NO 
DEBATE. 


For Tuesday, April 13th, 1858. President—Mr. Exeoop. 


QUARTERLY MEETING. 

The Treasurer will lay before the Meeting a statement of the unpaid 
fines and ——— 

The Secretary's Report of the proceedings of the Society during the past 
Quarter will be read. 

Members who have been absent from six successive meetings, without 
notice, must show cause at this meeting why their names should not be 
erased from the List of Members. 

Mr. G. A. Bruce will move— 

“ That the number of speakers appointed by the Committee to take 
part in each debate, be increased from four to six.” 

LXVI—lIs the Derby Ministry worthy of the confidence of the Nation ? 

Mr. Stater is appointed to open the Debate, and Messrs. Munns, 
Bott, and Raw inson, to speak on the question. 

For Tuesday, April 20th, 1858. President~Mr. PLaskrrr. 

210.—A. is the holder of a monthly free pass granted by a Railway Com- 
pany, Upon the pass it is stated that the Company will not be responsible 
for any injury to the holder when availing himself of it. During the time 
for which the pass is available, an axletree of one of the Company’s car- 
riages in which A. is travelling breaks, whereby the carriage is thrown off 
the line, and A. injured. Can A. recover damages from the Company in 
respect of such injury ? 

Affrmative—Mr. Mattaews and Mr. Wess. 
Negative—Mr, Wixcxworts and Mr. Rouse. 


For Tuesday, April 27th, 1858. President—Mr. Waters. 
211.—Should the decision of V.C. Sruant, in the case of Williams ¢. 
6 W. R. 33, be reversed ? Johnson v. Routh, 6 W. BR. 6. Wallace 
v. Taylor, 8 Simons, 244. Sanders v. Franks, 2 Madd. 147. 
Afirmative—Mr. Cousins and Mr. CoLeman. 
Negative—Mr. Banvse py and Mr. Tanner. 
*,* Gentlemen requiring Books from the Library are requested to attend 
4 five minutes before Seven o’Clock on the evening of Debate, to select 


Members are ong 
; sig: Ss MELMOTH ALTERS, 
9, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, 


Copies of the Rules and all pegs yarn: we Bagg ney meen a4 





Stockwell and South Lambeth.—Long Leasehold Investments, 


AMBERT and SONS will SELL by AUCTION, 
at the MART, on WEDNESDAY, APRIL 21, at TWELVE o'clock, 
in several Lots, the following substantially-built MODERN RESIDENCES: 
—Nos. 5 and 6, Studley-villas, Studley-road, Clapham-road, held for = 
term of seventy-nine years, at the ground-rent of 32. 10s. each, and let 
£32 and £34 per annum ; Nos. 3 and 4, Fairlight-villas, Seodlacree held 
for term of eighty-six years, at 6/. 5s, each, and let at £32 and £34 per 
annum; Nos. 9 and 10, Lansdown-road north, South Lambeth, held i 
term of. eighty-four years, at £8 each—No. 10 is let at the rental of £50 
per annum, No. 9 is on hand, but of same value; No. 2, Clifton- 
Lansdown-circus, a semi-detached house, held for term of eighty-four 
years, at the ground-rent of £7 per annum, and estimated to let at £40, 
All these houses have excellent fixtures, are well-drained, and have good 
ardens 
' May be viewed by permission of the respective tenants. Particulars and 
conditions of sale had of Messrs. Sudlow, Torr, Janeway, and Tagart, 
38, Bedford-row, at whose Offices the leases can be inspected; at the 
Auction Mart ; ane « of the Auctionsers, i, Dudley-place, Claphamn-road, 


O SOLICITORS —PLANS and SURVEYS of 
ESTATES, LAND, and BUILDINGS, and SURVEYS for DILAPI- 
DATIONS, &c., made in Town or Country, and upon advantageous Terms 
to Solicitors. ‘Address, Mr. J. W. WILKINS, Surveyor and Drainage Engi- 
neer, Temple Chambers, Opposite St St. Dunstan’ s Church, Fleet- street, E, c 











DEPOSIT AND DISCOUNT BANK. 


FYE PER CENT. is paid on all Sums received on 
DEPOSIT. Interest paid half-yearly. 
Tue Rr. Hon. tHe EARL OF DEVON, CHAIRMAN. 


Offices : 6, Cannon-street West, E.C. G. H. LAW, Manacer. 





A REALLY GOOD PEN AT A LOW PRICE. 
ODSON’S LAW PEN is now used in many of the 


principal Offices in the Profession, and is highly esteemed A all who 
have given it a tri 
This Penis made of a particularly elastic material, emulating the pliability 
of the Quill, and is warranted of the highest finish. 
Price 1s. 6d. per Gross. Offices requiring larger quantities will be 
treated with on liberal terms. The Trade mapped. 
Hodson, 22, Portugal-street, W.C 








+» London. 











TO THE OWNERS OF HOUSE PROPERTY IN AND NEAR LONDON, 
HE RENT GUARANTEE SOCIETY. 


TRUSTEES. 
Thomas Brassey, Esq., 56, Lowndes-square. 
John Horatio Lloyd, Esq., 1, King’s Bench Walk, Temple. 
Cuthbert Wm. Johnson, Esq., F.R.S., Gray’s-inn, and Croydon. 
James L. Ridgway, Esq., 169, Piccadilly. 

This Society hes been in full and beneficial operation since 1850. It was 
incorporated for the purpose of securing to LANDLORDS, TITHE-OWNERS, 
MORTGAGEES, TRUSTEES, and others, the receipt of INCOMES, from 
Estates, Houses, and other Property, with the same regularity as dividends 
from the Public Funds. The Society also Manages and Collects Rents with- 
out guarantee, offering the security of a large subscribed capital (£100,000), 
for the certain and prompt payment of all sums collected. 

A moderate Commission covers all charges for Management, Superintend- 
ing Repairs, Re-letting, and Collection of Rent. The Society are now act- 
ing as Receivers under Chancery, the Court having sanctioned their 
appointment. For particulars apply at the Society’s Offices, 3, Charlotte- 
row, Mansion House, London. 

When Clients are introduced direct to the Society by Solicitors, one-third 
of the Commission will be allowed, and the legal business connected with 
the Property ¥ will, in al cnes, be referred to the Solicitor of the Gam: 


















AW FIRE IN SU RANCE SOCIETY. 
OFFICES: Nos. 5 & 6, CHANCERY-LANE, LONDON. 
SUBSCRIBED CAPITAL, £5,000,000. 

Trustees, 
THE RIGHT HONOURABLE THE EARL OF DEVON. 
THE RIGHT HONOURABLE THE LORD CHIEF BARON. 
THE RIGHT HON. THE LORD JUSTICE SIR J. L. KNIGHT BRUCE. 
THE RIGHT HON. THE LORD JUSTICE SIR G. J. TURNER. 
THE RIGHT ‘HONOURABLE SIR JOHN DODSON (Dean of the 


Arches .) 
WILLIAM BAKER, Esq. (late Master in Chancery). 
RICHARD RICHARDS, Esq. (Master in Chancery). 














Insurances EXPIRING at LADY DAY should be RENEWED within 
FIFTEEN DAYS thereafter at the Offices of the Society, or with any of its 
Agents throughout the Country. 

This Society holds itself responsible under its Fire Policy for any damage 


done by explosion of Gas, 
E. BLAKE BEAL, Secretary. 














REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES. 
AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. . 
CuarmmMan—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q. a, Recorder ef London. 
Depury-CuatnmMan—Nassau W. Senior, Esq., late Master in Chancery. 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary dnd Contingent Interests. 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 
tuses - Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


Prospec' 
be had at the 
C, B, CLABON, Secretary. 
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SusscRIBERS’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
gERMS:—THE JOURNAL anp REPORTER, IN sEPa- 
RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT 1s, 3d. EACH. ‘THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
For 36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 33s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
TO BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

Post-office orders should be made payable at the BRANCH 
MONEY-ORDER OFFICE, Chancery-lane, to WILLIAM 
DRAPER, 59, Carey-street, Lincoln's-inn, London, W.C. It is 
particularly requested that ALL Drafts and Post-office Orders 
be crossed “ § Co.” 

On and after Thursday neat, the 15th inst., a complete index of 
the current volume will be open for reference, at the Publishing 
Office, free of charge. The index will be regularly made up as 
each successive number appears. 

We cannot notice any communication wnless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

*,* Any error or delay occurring in the transmission of this 
Journal to Subscribers should be immediately communicated to 
the Publisher. 
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CHANCERY v. BANKRUPTCY. 


_ The Courts of Chancery and Bankruptcy are disput- 
ing again for the _— of the remains of an insol- 
vent company. ‘There ap to be a strange fatality 
about all winding-up legislation ; or, perhaps, it would 
be more correct to attribute the conflict of jurisdiction, 
which is still allowed to go on, to the perversity of 
those who undertook to patch the defects of the law, 
which were revealed a year or more ago by the British 
Bank case. When that wonderful bubble burst, almost 
oo was at first amazed to hear that the language 
of the statutes left it an open, and a very difficult, ques- 
tion, whether the jurisdiction over the affairs of the 
insolvent company was in the Court of Chancery or the 
Court of uptey. Amazement was followed by 
indignation, in which the Bench did not hesitate to 
concur, that such a question should have been left un- 
decided by the slovenly course of legislation on the sub- 
Jeet. After thousands of pounds had been spent in 
ascertaining that the law was in an unworkable shape, it 
was not unreasonable to expect that some attempt would 
be made to remedy a state of things which was a dis- 
grace to our jurisprudenee. The necessity of a new 
statute, to consolidate the entire jurisdiction in one or 
the other of the rival Courts, was pointedly insisted on 
by the judges who heard the case of the Royal British 
Bank. ey pemn 4H a Bill was introduced by the late 
Attorney-General, for the avowed purpose of amending 
the Winding-up Acts. To the surprise of every one 
who was not in the secret, that this was a mere contri- 
vance to enable the assignees of the British Bank to 


effect compromises with ishareholders, the Bill, when pro - 
duced, instead of abolishng the conflict of jurisdiction, 
deliberately provided for its perpetual recurrence. This 
monstrous defect was not allowed to pass without notice, 
and, in our columns and elsewhere, the Attorney-General 
was reminded, that a Bill to allow the two Courts to race 


for the privilege of distributing the assets of an insolvent 
company, was not what the judges or the public had 
contemplated, when they asked for an Act to amend the 
existing anomaly. But the Act was ed without 
alteration, and it is now beginning to the fruits 
which it needed woeehet wer to foresee. 
The London Eastern king Corporation was 
companies which came under the opera- 
new law. A winding-up order was made 





by Vice-Chancellor Wood in November last, and official 
managers were appointed in the following month. A 
creditors’ representative was elected in January, under 
the provisions of the new statute. Subsequently to 
this, proceedings in bankruptcy were taken ha the 
company, and the counterpart of the costly litigation, 
which so severely punished the shareholders and credi- 
tors of the British Bank, forthwith commenced. 

Vicé-Chancellor Wood has recently given his judg- 
ment on the construction of the Act of 1857. He has 
held that, although the whole assets of the company 
are already vested in the official manager, and under the 
control of the Court of Chancery, there is no power to 
prevent any creditor who pleases from setting in motion 
the Court of Bankruptcy, and inaugurating another 
struggle for the spoils of a defunct company. We care 
very little whether official assignees or official mana- 
gers are to have their abundant per-centages out of the 
concern, but we think it is too bad that an estate which 
can produce but a trifling dividend should be wasted by 
paying two sets of officers to conduct one liquidation. 

hese are not new objections on our As 
long ago as the 30th of May, 1857, we called 
attention to the blot in the then projected legisla 
tion.‘ The following passage, from our leader of that 
date, is so exactly confirmed by the Vice-Chancel- 
lor’s judgment in the case of the London and Eastern 
Banking Corporation, that we may be excused for citing 
it, to show that the profession was alive to the faults of 
the statute which Sir Richard Bethell persisted in foreing 
through Parliament :— 

“A more serious mischief is the conflict of jurisdiction -be- 
tween the Courts of Chancery and Bankruptcy, which the Go- 
vernment Bill leaves without a remedy. . . . It is obvions, 
indeed, that the whole liquidation ought to be in the hands of 
one Court. There is no earthly reason why an official assignee 
should distribute.the assets of the corporation, while an official 
manager has the task of dividing the amount which may be 
raised by calls. The extent of the calls must depend on what 
the assets may realise, and it is clear that nothing but cost-and 
confusion can arise from the intervention of rival jurisdictions 
in the liquidation of the same estate. It is clearly, therefore, 
the duty of the Legislature to prevent such conflicts in future. 
eis We can see no excuse for allowing the two Courts to 
run races for the possession of an estate, after the unseemly 
fashion exhibited in the recent struggle. The Attorney- 
General’s Bill, however, leaves this absurdity untouched, only 
so far mitigating the evil as to make the assignees, by virtue of 
their office, the representatives of the creditors in the winding- 
up. This is a blot which ought not to be suffered to remain.” 


Our protest was ineffectual, and the blot does remain, 
and is curiously illustrated by the Vice-Chancellor’s 
judgment in the case we have referred to, With quiet 
satire the Court observed that “it was singular intleed 
that, after the property had become vested in the official 
manager, any power in the creditors of bringing on a 
bankruptcy should still be contemplated by the Legisla- 
ture. Looking, however, at the British Bank case, it 
was not n to say more than that the Court could 
not come to pes other conclusion than that the bank- 
ruptcy must take place, whatever might be its effect. 
Then, with respect to the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 78, one would 
have thought that the Legislature would have made 
provision that there should be only one jurisdiction to 
be exercised by either one or the other tribunal, so that 
complete justice might be done between the parties. The 
only way, however, to construe the Act was, that the 
Legislature still left the matter open;” and, accordingly, 
the Court held that there was no express prohibition 

inst the proceedings in bankruptcy taken in this case 
after the Windin -up Acts were in full operation, and 
thet those prosieetings must be allowed to go on, “ not- 
withstanding all the inconvenience of the affairs being 
thrown into bankruptcy, while the control of the Court 
of Chancery was still reserved.” 

Comment upon this is quite needless. The Act has 
produced the result which was anticipated, and which 
we must presume the late Attorney- contem- 
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plated with satisfaction. The public will be enter- 
tained; the suitors will be impoverished ; and the law 
will be scandalised by continually recurring reproduc- 
tions of the great British Bank litigation; and all 
because a mischievous conflict of authority, at first created 
by the blunders of Parliament ten years ago, has been 

visedly perpetuated by the ripened wisdom of the law- 
makers of 1857. 

If it did not seem vain to expect common sense to 
interfere in any legislation with respect to the winding- 
up of insolvent companies, one might venture to hope 
that the failure of last year will be amended by another 
attempt to put this branch of the law on an intelligible 
footing. ere is no icular difficulty about it, and 
it will afford the new Chancellor and Attorney-General 
an opportunity of showing themselves more apt at law 
reforms than their predecessors. They will be free, more- 
over, from the pressure which was probably the cause of 
the miscarriage of last year. The law was sacrificed for 
the sake of pushing through a Bill to meet the parti- 
cular case of the Royal British Bank. No anomaly was 
to be touched, lest a discussion should be provoked 
which might delay or defeat the real purpose of the 
Bill, namely, to give additional powers to a particular 
body of assignees. There is no such hindrance now to a 
sensible measure, and the sooner it is taken in hand the 
sooner will Parliament have an opportunity of effacing 
what can only be regarded as a Haan to its intelli- 
gence. 


/ 
> 





THE NEW CAMBRIDGE EXAMINATIONS. 


We publish, in another part of our impression, the 
regulations lately issued by the University of Cam- 
bridge, for the examination of students under eighteen 
years of age, who, not being members of the university, 
desire to obtain from it certificates of their attainments, 
as shown in the examinations intended to be held at the 
close of the present year. Jt will be in the recollection 
of our readers that we have frequently urged upon 
them the importance of exacting from future candidates 
for admission into their ranks some proof that they have 
received the education of English gentlemen. This 
subject has long occupied the thoughts of all solicitors 
who desire to ye Par the honour and influence of their 
profession. It has been anxiously considered by the 
council of the Incorporated Law Society, and by the 
oa of the Metropolitan and Pro- 
vinci w Association, and it has formed one of 
the most interesting topics of discussion at the 
annual meetings of the last-named body. Upon the 
council of the Law Society, as keepers of the gate of 
entrance to the profession, it naturally devolved to 
frame a scheme for the application of the desired test, 
and it was evident that this would be a task of very 
great difficulty. It was not apprehended that the 
judges or the legislature would hesitate to sanction a 
measure of which the poy» both to the solicitors 
and to all who depend upon them for confidential ser- 
vices, were too manifest to need insisting on. But it 
would be n to determine the subjects of exami- 
nation, and the degree of proficiency to be exacted in 
them, and examiners of high character and various at- 
sagem must be enployed, not in London only, but— 
in r to ensure the popularity and ready acceptance 
of the i te A RE the ait Such an 

ing demanded the anxious and deliberate con- 
sideration of the Law Society, and also the co-operation 
of men familiar with the business of education. It was, 
therefore, a most fortunate circumstance that the Uni- 
versities of Oxford and Cambridge determined no longer 
to confine themselves to the instruction of resident 
but to offer their encouragement and supervision 

the studies of the young in all of England 
The value of the aid thus tendered to the friends of edu- 


was held, some months since, at Leeds, to receive a 
deputation from Oxford upon the subject of the pro- 
examinations, and one of the principal speakers was 
. J. Hope Shaw, who is so well known to all our 
readers 2s an active member, both of the Law Society 
and of the Metropolitan and Provincial Law Associa- 
tion, and who has steadily laboured, during many years, 
to improve the character and promote the interests of 
his profession. 
e Cambridge examinations will commence on the 
14th of next ee = be held in such places 
as the syndics appointed by the university ma i 
mine. The choi of sheees wil no doubt degen upon 
the probability which appears of a sufficient number of 
candidates presenting themselves for examination. The 
University of Cambridge does not propose to itself to 
authorise the assumption by successful candidates of the 
title of “ Associate in Arts,” or any similar designation ; 
but the names of the students who pass with credit will 
be placed alphabetically in three honour classes, and the 
names of those who pass to the satisfaction of the ex- 
aminers, yet not so as to deserve honours, will be placed 
alphabetically in a fourth class. Certificates will be 
anted, specifying the subjects in which the student 
as passed with credit, or satisfied the examiners, and 
the class in which his name is placed. The preliminary 
part of the examination will be exacted of all candi- 
dates. It will comprise reading aloud, writing from 
dictation, parsing, and a short composition in English ; 
and also arithmetic, and the rudiments of g phy 
and English history. The further examination is divided 
into eight sections. Every student must pass in three 
at least of the first six sections; or in two of them, and 
in one of the two remaining sections. No student will be 
examined in more than five sections. The first section is 
that of religious knowledge, and this must be taken by 
every student, unless his parents or guardians object to 
his being examined in it. The section comprises 
English history and literature, political economy and 
English law, and physical, political, and commercial 
phy. The third section is that of languages 
Feta, Greek, French, and German. P ill be 
set for translation from certain named books, and 
also passages from other books not named; and as 
regards Latin, French, and German, translations from 
English into those languages will also be required. It 
is to be observed, respecting the second and third see- 
tions, that a fair knowledge of any one of the sub- 
divisions of either section will enable the student to 
in that section. The fourth section is that of 
matics. In order to pass, a student must be 
with six books of Euclid, arithmetic, and algebra. 
tions will also be set im trigonometry, including land 
surveying, and in the elementary parts of the applica- 
tions of mathematics to natural philosophy. The fifth 
and sixth sections comprise respectivel istry and 
anatomy, and certain cognate sciences. Theseventh and 
eighth sections are devoted to drawing and music, and 
of” these it has been already observed that a candidate 
for a simple pass will only be allowed to rely on one of 


them. 

Combeiige has fallen considerably behind the promp- 
titude of the sister university in producing her plan of 
examinations. It has been s ted by some observers, 
that Oxford has become slightly extravagant in a liber- 


alism, which is, in her case, of very recent growth; and 
that at Cambridge, where the innovation upon old ideas 
was not so violent, morecalmness and J have 


been shown in inaugurating the new system. Looking at 
the matter from our own special poi sobelrn we consider 
it of very small im ce whether the amy i 
Cambridge does or does not authorise the articled 
of a solicitor to write A. A., or any other initials, after 
his name. But we think that the offer of certificates, 
divided into four classes, will have an excellent effect in 
i i It appears to us thet 
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its range of subjects and in the adjustment of its details; 
and we do not apprehend that the caution and delay of 
the earlier steps will prove in any respect injurious to 
the success of the measures now commenced. We ear- 
nestly hope that there will be manifested throughout the 
country a dispositién to meet this effort of the universities 
with all the encouragement it deserves. Those ancient 
and illustrious bodies had undoubtedly ceased, for many 

erations, to exercise over the national mind the influ- 
ence which they formerly possessed. From various 
causes they were induced to limit the sphere of their 
labours, and the scope of their education, and they left 


. the great bulk of the middle classes of society to grow 


in wealth and in intelligence, without making any suffi- 
cient exertion to secure their sympathy and confidence. 
All sons and true friends of the universities must rejoice 
that much has been done of late years to restore their 
national character, and that the indifference or jealousy 
and hostility once felt towards them, is rapidly giving 
place to sentiments of gratitude and respect. We believe 
that one efficient means of reviving the legitimate influ- 
ence of Oxford and Cambridge will be found in the co- 
operation which may be arranged between them and 
the Law Society regarding the general education of the 
solicitors. It is manifest that a body of men employed 
and trusted as solicitors are, and must be, will always 
por a social influence, quict perhaps:and unobtrusive, 

ut not the less potent; and it is essential to the well- 
being of society that the depositaries of this power should 
in every possible way be fitted to use it worthily. One 
means to this end appears to be, to improve the education 
of those who are to become solicitors. In aiding in this 
work, therefore, the universities would be rendering a 
public service; and they would, besides, at the chea 
cost of printing a few names in a list of honours, attac 
tothemselves the lifelong gratitude of men destined pro- 
bably to rise, through industry and ability, to the fore- 
most places in their profession. 

We would urge upon law students and upon their 
friends and . and also upon the solicitors whose 
offices they have entered, or are about to enter, that 
the offers of the two universities may be at once volun- 
tarily met, without waiting for any rule or recommenda- 
tion of the Law Society. ‘To youths between sixteen and 
eighteen, who possess fair abilities, and have been 
reasonably well educated, the examinations ought to pre- 
sent no difficulty that a few months’ steady application 
would not overcome. Those who have quitted school, 
and have not yet been articled, cannot possibly employ 
time better than in preparing for and passing an Oxford 
or Cambridge examination. And those who have 
already entered offices will find attention to the course 
of business there, so far as a novice can understand or 
take part in it, quite consistent with such an amount of 
study as may enable them to ge either simply or with 

jon, in subjects suitable to their turn of mind, 

and to the education they have previously under- 
gone. They may be sure that their time will be 
well spent, even if they delay for a few months 
to commence the special studies which are to fit them 
for a professional career. If it be true, as has been said, 
that graduates of the universities do usually learn as 
much in the three years’ clerkship required of them as 
many other students do in five years, it may be expected 
a mental training similar, so far as it goes, to that 
obtained at the universities will produce, to some extent, 
the same results. Nor need candidates for these examina- 
tions doubt that success in them will prove of solid prac- 
tical advantage in the life for which they are preparing. 
They will obtain, in this way, a title to the respect of 
their brethren and of society which will increase as the 
Value of education is better and more bem understood. 
We would press these considerations upon all young law- 
yers, and upon those who are interested in their pro- 
sperity ; and we would also exhort all friends and well- 


Wishers of the to encourage their sons and 
: Sdeiadlary eolbok "tu Ws aie, tn Wan eae 





method of gradually introducing such regulations as they 


_all desire to see established. 





Legal SN ews. 


WEST INDIAN INCUMBERED ESTATES COURT, 
8, PARK-STREET, WESTMINSTER. 
(Before H. J. Sronor, Esq:, Chief Commissioner.) 


In the matter of the Estate of William S. Greatheed,ex parte 
Sophia Burgess. 

This was a petition under the West Indian Incumbered 
Estates Act, 1854 (17 & 18 Vict. c. 117), for the sale of an 
estate in the Island of St. Vincent, called the Arnos Vale 
Estate. 

The facts of the case appear in the judgment. 

Mr. Field, of the common law bar, opposed the petition. 

Mr. Lever appeared in support of it. 

On the 27th of March the case was argued, and on the 30th 
of March the Chief Commissioner delivered his judgment as 
follows :— 

The petition in this case has been duly presented, under the 
Act (17 & 18 Vict. c. 117) constituting and regulating the 
practice of this Court, for the sale of an estate, called the 
Arnos Vale Estate, situate'in the Island of St. Vincent, one of 
the West Indian Colonies, which, by an order made by her 
Majesty in Council upon an address from the Colonial Legisla- 
ture, has come within the operation of the Act. The proper 
schedules, affidavit, and abstract, accompany the petition. From 
these documents it appears that the estate is charged as to one 
moiety with a jointure to Mrs. Sophia Greatheed, the widow of 
the late Samuel Greatheed, Esq. (who died in 1827), under a 
settlement executed by that gentleman in his lifetime, and that 
the entirety of the estate is charged, under his will, with a sum 
of £24,000 for the portions of his three younger children—viz. 
John Greatheed, Esq., Sophia, the wife of the Rev. Richard Bur- 
gess (who is the petitioner), and Mary, the wife of Barnard 
Trollope, Esq., in equal shares, the shares of the daughters being 
settled upon them and their issue. There are also some other 
incum brances, to which it is not necessary for me to. refer, 
further than to state, that they include the un i 
of a suit in Chancery of Greatheed v. Greatheed, which appear 
to have priority over the portions; and I may notice, that 
another Chancery suit of Greatheed v. Elliott has also been 
instituted concerning this property. Payments have, at various 
times since the decease of Samuel Greatheed, been made to the 
jointress in respect of her jointure, and to the younger chil- 
dren in respect of the principal and interest of their portions, 
by the owner of the estate, and by the commissioners of the 
West Indian Slave Compensation fund; but both the jointure 
and the interest of the unpaid portions have eventually fallen 
into great arrear, and at the filing of the petition, about £2,000 
arrears of jointure were due to the widow, and £3,276 principal 
due to each of the younger children, with interest for a very 
considerable period. The estate on the other hand is now en- 
tirely unproductive, and has been so, at all events, from the 
year 1854, when the jointress distrained on the crops and stock 
for her arrears, since which time no purchaser or tenant has 
been found for the property. It is stated that it would reqnire 
a very considerable sum to be laid out on it to bring it into cul- 
tivation again, which sum a purchaser must regard as part of 
the purchase-money, and to be deducted therefrom. The 
parties before the Court have made various statements as to the 
probable price for which the property would sell; inte the con- 
sideration of which, however, it is not necessary or expedient 
for me to go, further than to observe, that all agree in consider- 
ing the estate at present to be insolvent, and unable to meet the 
charges upon it, and to be wholly unproductive and profitless. 

The usual conditional order for sale was made upon the 
14th of August last, and a time was appointed for ies to 
show cause against that order being made absolute. at time 
expired without cause having been shown, and in strictness the 
order should have been made absolute, but on entering upon the 
duties of my office, in February last, I thought it right, under the 
cigcumstances of this case, andin exercise of the powers reserved te 
me by the Act, to give an extended time to all parties for 
showing cause against the order, and on the $rd_of March 
being the last day allowed), three objections were filed by Mrs, 
Sophia Greatheed, the jointress, and are as follows: 1st, that the 
yearly value of the estate during the last seven years cannot be 
ascertained, the same having been abandoned by the owner, and 
left uncultivated for several years; 2nd, that the commissioners 
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are not authorised by the Act to sell the estate discharged from 
the jointure of £600 a year charged on one moiety thereof in 
favour of the said Sophia Greatheed without her consent, 
which consent she withholds; and 3rd, that it would be unjust 
and inexpedient that a sale should be made. And on the same 
day Mr. John Greatheed also filed two objections identical with 
the 1st and 3rd objections filed by Mrs. Greatheed. 

Mr. Field appeared as counsel for Mr. and Mrs. Greatheed, 
in support of the above objections, and I am extremely glad 
to have had his valuable assistance in the consideration. 

It is now my duty to give my decision upon their validity, 
involving also the question whether the conditional order shall 
be made absolute. 

Before doing so, however, I would remark, that, no affidavits 
having been filed by the parties, my decision is founded solely 
on the documents of record in this matter, and the facts there- 
by appearing. At the same time I shall bear in mind, and 
advert to the statements made in the course of argument, for 
the purpose of showing that, even had the facts stated been in 
evidence, they would not have been material on the present 
occasion; and were this otherwise, I should certainly be disposed 
even now to give time for the purpose of bringing such facts 
before the Court. 

I proceed to the consideration of the first objection, which is 
filed both by Mr. and Mrs. Greatheed, viz. that the yearly 
value of the estate during the last seven years cannot be ascer- 
tained, the same having been abandoned by the owner, and left 
uncultivated for several years. ‘The objection is an endeavour 
to bring the present case, not substantially, indeed, but 
formally, within the first of the two restrictions contained in 
the 32nd clause of the Act, and which alone limits the powers 
of this Court over land within its jurisdiction. That restriction 
directs “that no sale shall be made where the amount of 
yearly interests on the incumbrances attaching to the land in 
respect-of which any application is made does not exceed one- 
half of the net yearly value of such land;” and then proceeds, 
parenthetically, “such yearly value to be calculated on the 
average profits derived therefrom, after deducting all necessary 
outgoings during the preceding seven years, or during such 
other period as the commissioners may, having regard to any 
special circumstances, think fit.” Now, it is not for one 
moment contended that the yearly interest of the incumbrances 
on the property does not exceed one-half of the yearly value, 
which at present is absolutely nothing, or that it has not ex- 
ceeded that amount on an average for the last seven years; but 
it is argued, because there is actually no income and no 
outgoings at present, and during several years, that there are 
no means of calculating the yearly value of the estate, or 
ascertaining the question whether or not the present case 
falls within the restriction. My answer is, that if this were 
%, it would be the misfortune of the objector, upon whom lies 
the onus of showing that the general policy and provisions 
of the Act, so strongly applicable to this case, are con- 
trolled by the restriction in question; but I deny that this is so, 
for I think it quite competent for the parties, having ascer- 
tained the exact amount of yearly interest accruing due, to 
inquire, also, what amount of income has arisen from the estate 
during, the last seven years, which term I see no reason to 
depart from on this occasion; and if it is found that the annual 
income of the estate is absolutely nothing during a portion of 
that period (which is the present case), or even during the 
whole of the period, it will be only so much the clearer that 
the interest exceeds one-half of the yearly value of the land. 
With regard to the parenthetic clause, as to the mode of cal- 
culation, it appears to me to be only directory as to the nature 
of the credits and debits which are to be allowed in estimating 
the value of the estate where such credits and debits exist; and 
where the same, or either of them, do not exist, namely, 
where there are no profits or no outgoings, or neither profits 
nor outgoings, this clause ceases to have any operation. 

Having thus answered the technical objection which has been 
made, I must add that the object of the first restriction in the 
32nd clause is the prevention of the forced sale of a solvent 
estate, of which it is not shown that there is any danger or pos- 
sibility in the present case, but every reason for presuming the 
contrary; I therefore think that both on technical grounds and 
on principle the objection fails to bring the present case within 
the restriction in question, and must be overruled. 

As to the second objection made by Mrs. Greatheed, that 
“ the commissioners are not authorised by the Act to sell the 
estate discharged from the jointure of £600 a-year, charged on 
one moiety thereof in favour of the said Sophia Greatheed, 


without her consent, which consent she withholds,’ it ap- 
pears to me that this is an objection only to the mode of 





sale, or rather an assertion of her rights in that respect, and 
not an objection to the absolute order for sale, except so far as 
it may be included in the third objection, which I am next 
about to consider. I should observe, however, that this objec- 
tion raises directly a very important and difficult question on 
the construction of the Act as to the power of the commis- 
sioners to deal with jointures and similar interests, and to which 
I will fully advert in considering the remaining objection; and 
without prejudice to the consideration of this objection, and the 
question involved in it, so far as they are included in the next 
objection, this objection must be overruled. I think it right to 
add, that it appears to me to be a sufficient answer to the ob- 
jection (and to any other open to the same), that it is not 
founded expressly on either of the restrictions contained in the 
32nd clause, which are the only limitations to the jurisdiction 
of the commissioner, and the only valid grounds for objecting 
to the order for sale, which is primi facie the petitioner's 
right. 

The remaining objection, which is filed both by Mr. and Mrs, 
Greatheed, is, “ that it would be unjust and inexpedient that a 
sale should be made.” The object of the parties making this 
objection is, to bring the present case within the second restric- 
tion contained in the 32nd clause of the Act. The objection 
follows the terms employed in the clause, which are very wide 
and extensive, and impose a considerable responsibility on the 
commissioners. ‘The argument in support of it has rested on 
the fact of Mrs. Greatheed’s jointure extending over an un- 
divided moiety of the land; the inability of the commissioners 
to sell the land discharged from it without her consent (which 
raises the important and difficult question to which I have 
already referred); and the great sacrifice which will be in- 
curred by selling without such consent, which at present she 
withholds. It was also further stated, that, in all probability, 
the property under these circumstances will sell for less than 
the costs and the expenses of the sale and the charges in the 
schedule prior to the portions of the younger children, includ- 
ing the petitioner. The first question is, whether the commis- 
sioners are unable to sell the estate discharged from the join- 
ture without Mrs. Greatheed’s consent. The second question 
will be, whether, if this is the case, that circumstance, and the 
other facts stated, supposing them to be true and to be properly 
evidenced, are such as to make it appear to the commissioners 
that this sale would be unreasonable and unjust. 

With regard to the point on the construction of the Act, I 
think that the commissioners have no power to sell the property 
discharged from this lady’s jointure without her consent. The 
question mainly depends on the 34th and 45th clauses. The 
34th clause directs “ that in cases where any land to be sold is 
subject to dower or any interest in the nature of dower, to any 
annual. or contingent incumbrance, to any incumbrance under 
the terms of which the incumbrancer cannot be required to 
accept payment of the principal money for a term of years yet 
to come, the commissioners should deal with such interests 
in one of the two following ways: that is to say, they shall 
either make the sale subject to such dower, interest, or incum- 
brances, or they may, with the consent of the parties entitled to 
such dower, interest, or incumbrances, cause the same to be 
valued at a gross amount, assigning thereto such priority as 
they think just.” And under this clause, there can be no doubt 
that the commissioners have no power to sell discharged of 
a jointure, without the jointress’s consent; but the 45th clause 
further provides that, “in cases where it appears to the 
commissioners unjust or inexpedient that a valuation should be 
made of such interests and incumbrances as they are herein- 
before authorised to cause to be valued at a gross sum, it shall 
be lawful for them to set aside and invest any portion of the 
money arising from any sale in such manner as they think fit, 
to meet the claims of any such interested persons or incum- 
brancers,” and thus provides for a third mode of dealing with these 
interests; and the question arises, whether the commissioners 
can adopt that third mode without the consent of the incum- 
brancers entitled to such interests. ‘The clause itself is silent 
on the point; but as it is only a proviso substituting such third 
mode for the second of the two modes peremptorily pointed out 
in the 34th section, and as such second mode can only be 
adopted with the consent of the incumbrancers, I think that, 
in the absence of an express provision, imust be held that this 
substitutionary mode can only be adopted with the like consent. 
The terms employed in the 45th clause also in some measure 
support this construction, as the power given tothe commissioners 
is only given to them with respect to such interests as they are 
before authorised to cause to be valued at a gross sum; and 
they have no authority so to value the interests in question 
except under the 34th section, with the consent of the incum- 
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brancers. Again, with regard to yearly tenancies and other 
interests, the commissioners are, under the 33rd and 
45th sections of the 
Act, clearly empowered to deal with them in all three 
modes without any consent of the incumbrancers; and in 
the Irish Incumbered Estates Act, 12 & 13 Vict. c. 77, clause 
34 (which provides, inter alia, for annual charges like the 
present), the peremptory direction as to the two first modes 
of procedure is omitted, and the third mode is given to 
the commissioners absolutely without any reference to the 
second mode, and not merely as a substitute for it. These 
marked differences between the provisions made by the Legis- 
lature as to similar interests in the present Act, and as to 
identical interests in another Act having the same objects, evi- 
dently afford strong additional reasons for the construction 
which I have adopted. The last question in the case, 
therefore, only remains for consideration, whether, under all the 
circumstances, the sale is unreasonable or unjust. Prima facie, 
it is impossible to suppose a case coming more strongly within 
the policy of the Act than the present. The property is charged 
far beyond its present value; is daily becoming more hopelessly 
insolvent; is subject to two Chancery suits; and is wholly un- 
cultivated, and apparently without any prospect of improve- 
ment. No circumstances could more strongly demand the inter- 
ference of this Court, to redeem it from its embarrassments, and 
restore it to cultivation and to commerce, the primary object 
of the Act. The objection now raised, that the jointress (by 
withholding her consent under the power which I feel it my 
duty to concede to her), may injure the sale of the estate, and 
may totally disappoint the younger children of their portions, 
appears to me to be a most unreasonable objection on her part, 
though, as regards the other incumbrancers, there is some force 
in it; and it will deserve their consideration how far it is expe- 
dient for them to press on a sale without obtaining such con- 
sent, or without obtaining a partition under the powers of the 
Act, ascertaining and dividing the moiety charged with her 
jointure from that which is not so charged. ‘These, however, 
are matters for their consideration, and for the future considera- 
tion of the Court, upon proper application; but they form no 
objection to the absolute order for sale, to which the petitioner, 
in my opinion, is clearly entitled. In Mr. M‘Niven’s valuable 
treatise on the Irish Incumbered Estates Act, the principles 
which have been laid down by the commissioners of that Act, 
for their guidance in similar cases, are thus stated (No. 66, 2nd 
edit.):—“ No matter what supposed or real injury may be 
shown as likely to result to the owner, or any other party inter- 
ested, by making the order absolute, it should be understood that 
considerations of that description are not grounds to prevent an in- 
cumbrancer availing himself of the provisions of the Act. At the 
same time, where a clear case can be made out for a postponement 
of the sale, and of the owner being on the eve of procuring 
money to pay off the petitioner and other incumbrancers, the 
commissioners have made the order absolute, but directed no 
further proceedings for a limited time. ‘The application for a 
postponement, or to stay proceedings, however, is quite distinct 
from showing cause; and if there be substantial grounds for it, 
the fact of the order having been made absolute does not make 
his position worse.” (Id. 67.) Where there were very strong 
reasons for supposing that the estate would even become sol- 
vent by delay, and the petitioner’s incumbrance was very trifling, 
Baron Richards, C. C., remarked:—* That the Court would be 
always open to any applications to defer sales, but that the 
circumstance of the whole rental being administered by receivers, 
brought this case strongly within the policy of the Act, and 
would of itself induce the Court to disallow the cause shown 
against the order.” So also in this case the Court will readily 
listen to any proper application for delay, and will exert all its 
powers to procure an advantageous sale; but it is clearly of 
Opinion that the cirenmstances of this case, particularly the 
present insolvency of the estate, and the absence of any present 
meome from it, in other words, its ruin and abandonment, bring 
it most strongly within the policy of the Act, and that the sale 
is neither unreasonable nor unjust, but, on the contrary, is both 
Teasonable and just, for the purpose of carrying out the public 
objects of the Act, and for affording to the petitioner and other 
incumbrancers the relief for them intended by the legislature; 
I therefore overrule the remaining objection, as well as the two 
others, and make the conditional order for sale absolute. 





OXFORD CIRCUIT.—GuoucsstEr, 
(Before Mr. Baron CHANNELL.)—April 3. 


Dennis Trenfield, solicitor, was charged with forging a bond 
for the payment of money, with intent to defraud Robert 
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Timbrill and Edward Dupre, at Winchcomb, on the 17th 
February, 1854. 

Mr. Cripps prosecuted; Mr. Cooke defended. 

The prisoner appeared in a very precarious state of health, 
and was allowed to sit during the trial. He wore a bandage 
under the throat to cover a wound, which had been caused by an 
attempt to commit suicide while in London. The prisoner up 
to the present year had practised the profession of an attorney 
and solicitor at Winchcomb, and had always been considered a 
man of repute and high character in his profession. In the 
beginning of the present year he became embarrassed in his 
circumstances, and in consequence of what happened then, 
parties who had had dealings with him looked to their securi- 
ties. Mr. Edwards, lately steward to Lord Sudely, held a bond 
for £200, on which he had advanced that sum on the 
representation of the prisoner in 1854 ; the parties purporting 
to sign the bond being Mr. Timbrill, son of Archdeacon 
Timbrill, and the Rev. Mr. Dupre. Both these gentlemen 
admitted that they had had business with Mr. Trenfield, but 
declared the signatures to the bond were forgeries. Hence the 
present prosecution. 

Mr.Edwards, a retired farmer, of Hale, deposed thatin February, 
1854, the prisoner applied to him to advance a sum of £200. 
He said he wanted it for Mr. Robert Timbrill, a son of Dr. 
Timbrill. He also mentioned the name of Mr. Edward Dupre, 
a clergyman living at Temple Guiting. Witness agreed to 
advance the money, and about a week or a fortnight afterwards 
he met the prisoner at his office, and gave him a cheque for the 
£200, receiving as security the bond produced. Some time 
after the prisoner came to his house, and wanted to see the 
bond. After looking at it he returned it to witness, saying, 
“Oh, it’s all right.” Witness had regularly received the 
interest up to February, 1857. 

Cross-examined.—When the prisoner first applied to witness 
to advance the money, he said it was for.Mr. Timbrill, and that 
Mr. Dupre would join him in the bond. I knew Mr. Dupre 
and was satisfied. He said the young man (Mr. Timbrill) was 
in difficulties. Prisoner had paid me interest on other 
moneys, but had also paid me this separately from other 
moneys. 

The bond was put in as evidence, and read. It was in the 
usual form, and was attested by the prisoner. 

Mr. Francis Henry Harvey, clerk to the Winchcomb Union, 
and in 1854 clerk to Mr. Trenfiecld—The body of the bond 
produced is in my handwriting. I don’t recollect filling up the 
bond, but have no doubt that [ filled it up by Mr. Trentield’s 
direction. I had been his clerk about eleven and a half years, 
and the signature of the attesting witness was Mr. Trenfield’s. 
I believe the signatures, “Robert Timbrill” and “ Edward 
Dupre,” are in the handwriting of Mr. Trenfield. 

Cross-examined.—Recollect Mr. Timbrill staying some time 
at Mr. Trenfield's, when the sheriff's officers were after him. 

The Rev. E. Dupre, of ‘Temple Guiting, proved that the sig- 
nature, Edwd. Dupre, to the bond was not in his hand writing, 
and that he had never authorised any one to sign the bond. 
Never heard of the existence of the bond until the present 
year. 

Cross-examined.—Mr. R, Timbrill is my brother-in-law, and 
got into difficulties with his Cambridge creditors. Remembers 
being at the Gray’s-inn Coffee-house some time in 1853, when 
some money was handed to Mr. Timbrill by Mr. Trenfield, 
Did not sign any bill or note for £300, as surety for Mr. Tim- 
brill, at that time. After that meeting at the Gray’s-inn Coffee- 
house I had received some small sums from Mr, Trenfield, which 
I handed over to Mr. Timbrill. In April, 1854, handed over 
£35, as a balance of £400, to Mr. Timbrill. I went to an in- 
surance office in London to insure Mr. Timbrill’s life in 1858. 
If Mr. Trenfield had asked me to sign a bill for £200 for Mr. 
Timbrill I should decidedly have done so, One day, when I 
met Mr. Trentield in the street, at Winchcomb, he said to me, 
“J think I shall be able to release Mr. Timbrill from his diffi- 
culties, for I have borrowed £200 from Mr. Edwards.” From 
recollection I think this was somewhere about 1854, He never 
said anything about a bond, or of having put my name to it, 

Mr. Robert Timbrill, of Beckford, deposed—I am a son of 
the Rev. Dr. Timbrill. The signature to the bond produced is 
not mine, and I never authorised any person to put my name 

sto it. 

Cross-examined,—I got into difficulties at Cambridge, like 
other young men, and applied to Mr, Trentield to relieve me 
from my difficulties. I was living for some time at Mr. Tren- 
field’s house. Was in Wiltshire in September, 1853, and cor- 
responding with Mr. Trenfield, and applying to him for loans 
of money. Looking at the letter produced, I suppose I ap. 
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plied to him for a loan of £400. I don’t know what my debts 
were. My father knew what all my debts were. I got £200 
from Mr. Trenfield—not quite £200. (Reading a letter handed 
to him.) By this letter I suppose I had. Can’t tell how much 
short of £200 I had before the meeting at the Gray’s-inn Coffee- 
house. ‘To the best of my belief, I did not receive £100 at the 
Gray’s-inn Coffee-house. Signed a note for £100 at Mr. Tren- 
field’s office in 1853. Went to Worcester in 1854 in the name 
of Wilkin. Did not sign a note for £300 in 1853 to the best of 
my knowledge. Have paid the £100 note since Mr. Trentfield’s 
difficul ties. 

Cross-examined.—I did receive some money at the Gray’s-inn 
Coffee-house, which was sent by my father. 

Proof was then given of the payment of the cheque for £200 
given by Mr. Edwards. 

Policeman Smith proved that he apprehended Mr. Trenfield 
in London. He was in a bad state of health, and could not be 
removed for three weeks. His jaw was broken, and there was 
a bullet in it. 

In the defence, Mr. Cooke did not deny that the names of 
Messrs Dupre and Timbrill had been put to the bond by the 
prisoner; but he submitted that the prisoner considered he had 
snfficient authority, in his endeavour to settle the affairs of Mr. 
Timbrill, to put their names to the security without any 
specific authority from the parties themselves. The prisoner, 
having received letters from both Mr. Dupre and Mr. Timbrill, 
was well acquainted with their signatures; but he had made no 
attempt to imitate them. The act was, no doubt, a most indis- 
creet one, but he, not having had a final settlement with Mr. 
Timbrill, had not had the opportunity of paying off the bond, 
as was intended to be done when that settlement took place. It 
would be a question for his Lordship how far a person in the pri- 
soner’s position was authorised in affixing the signatures of the 
two parties to the bond. 

His Lorpsuir, in summing up, told the jury it was for them 
to decide as to the fraudulent intent of the prisoner in the 
transaction. 

The prisoner was found Guilty, and, being called up, in 
answer to the usual question, said—I hope, my Lord, you will be 
favourable to me. I hope, gentlemen of the jury, you will 
recommend me to mercy; pray do. 

Mr. Baron CHANNELL, addressing the prisoner, reminded him 
that a few years ago this was an offence punishable by death, but, 
although that was not now the case, the offence was one of a very 
serious character; and more especially when committed, as in 
this case, by a person occupying a position in life like him, As 
an attorney and solicitor, people necessarily put great confidence 
in him; and he believed that, with regard to the great body of 

gentlemen belonging to that profession, that confidence was not 
abused. But, unhappily, many cases had lately occurred in 
which persons in the position of trust and confidence had been 
guilty of that of which he (the prisoner) had just been 
convicted, When cases of this description were proved—and 
proved as clearly as in this instance—against persons of the 
character of the prisoner, it was necessary that they should be 
visited with severe punishment. His Lordship then sentenced 
him to ten years’ penal servitude. 
The prisoner groaned, and was then assisted from the dock, 


OXFORD CIRCUIT.—GtoucesreER. 
(Before Mr. Baron Watson and a Special Jury.) 
Hadcock and Others v. Trotman and Others.—April 7. 


Mr. Serjeant Pigott, Mr. Dowdeswell, and Mr. II. James, 
appeared for the plaintiffs; and Mr. Collier, Q. C. (specially 
retained), Mr. Skinner, Q. C., Mr. W. H. Cooke, and Mr. Powell, 
for the defendants. 

The question in this case was, as to the validity of a will 
made by a penurious old lady named Higgins, who formerly 
lived at Awre, in this county, and died on the 13th of May, 
1855, at the advanced age of 79. The case has excited 
considerable local interest, owing to the circumstance that 
the will was made when the old lady was in a very infirm 
and sinking state, and only a few weeks before her death ; 
and also owing to the circumstance that, by the will, which 
was made by Mr. Smith, a solicitor at Newnham, one moiety of 
the old lady’s property was bequeathed to Mrs. Elliott, who 
was Mr. Smith's mother-in-law, and living with him in his 
house. On the previous trial the jury found a verdict in 


in favour of the plaintiff, the heir-at-law, and 


of the property had been bequeathed. On the present 
occasion, after ‘a trial which has occupied part of three days, 
the jury, without hesitation, found a verdict generally for the 
defendants. This verdict establishes the will in its entirety, 
and clears away those suspicions which otherwise would have 
rested on the professional character of the solicitor, 

Verdict for the defendants. 





NORTHERN CIRCUIT.—Liverpoon. 
(Before Mr. Justice Byies and a Special Jury.) 
Cecil, Assignee §c., v. Taylor.—April 1. 

This was an action to try the validity of a bill of sale. The 
case was tried last assizes, when the jury could not agree, and 
were consequently discharged without giving a verdict. 
The jury, after an absence of nearly two hours, returned and 
said, “they were unable to agree, two of their brethren being 
quite unmanageable.” The counsel declining to take the ver- 
dict of the majority, they were requested to retire, and returned 
again some time after, and assured the judge that an agreement 
was impossible, there being ten for the defendant and two for 
the plaintiff. The judge then dischrrged the jury, and thus 
the two trials were fruitless. On the last occasion the jury 
was a common jury, and it was understood that there was a 
majority of eight to four for the plaintiff. 





- THE READING ASSIZE COURTS. 


The counsel, attorneys, and suitors attending the assize courts 
in Berkshire have long complained of the wretched provision 
made for their accommodation. But now that Reading has 
been fixed upon as the last assize town on the Oxford Cireuit, 
and the business has in consequence increased, the inconveni- 
ence of the existing courts has become aggravated, so as to be- 
come an intolerable nuisance. There is not even room for 
gentlemen to sit down; so that many of the counsel and nearly 
all the attorneys have been obliged to stand a great portion of 
the day. The seats provided for the counsel consist only of four 
rickety old benches, scarcely good enough for a ragged school; 
and as to other arrangements, which are usually considered 
necessary for the sake of convenience and decency, we should 
be sorry to be called upon to describe them. We know that 
some, years since the county magistracy determined on the 
erection of new assize courts, and, though this resolution has 
remained for some years in abeyance, we are glad to hear that 
it is now likely to be carried out. It has been 6bjected that 
the assizes might be held at Abingdon, instead of Reading, but 
we happen to know that the accommodation provided in that 
obsolete and outlandish little town is quite as bad, if not worse, 
than it is at Reading, with the additional inconvenience that 
the two courts are a quarter of a mile apart. We therefore 
trust the county of Berks will cheerfully discharge the duty 
which the law casts upon it, and will, without unnecessary 
delay, provide assize courts suitable for the age of railways 
and electric telegraphs.—Times. 





THE LATE COMMITMENT OF AN ATTORNEY BY 
THE JUDGE OF THE CITY SHERIFE’S COURT 
FOR CONTEMPT. 

At a Court of Common Council, held on the 1st inst., Mr’ 
H. Wellington Vallance, chairman of the Officers and Clerks 
Committee, brought up a report, stating that the committee, to 
whom was referred the petition of Mr. George Henry Lewis, 
solicitor, for an inquiry with respect to his commitment by the 
judge of the Sheriff’s Court, under the City Small Debts Act, 
and other matters relating to the said court, had proceeded in 
such reference. 

The petition consisted of two parts—the one complaining of 
the commitment of the petitioner by the learned judge, and the 
other containing allegations that since the appointment of 
Michael Prendergast, Esq., Q,C., as judge of the Sheriff’s Court, 
his want of temper and discourteous conduct have driven soli- 
citors from the court, and that the causes have diminished in 
number and importance, and that the efliciency of the court 
had become impaired, and that the manifestation of applause by 
the public attending the court was permitted by the learned 
judge. 

With respect to the complaint of commitment, the committee 
finding that the Act of Parliament hgpramie this Court gave 





part in favour of one of the defendants, Mrs. Lewis, 
the cousin of the descased, to whom the other half 


to the judge the power which he ex a 
inquiry into the circumstances attending that commitment, are 
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of opinion that the provocation given to the judge justified him 
in so committing the petitioner. 

As to the allegation that solicitors have been driven from the 
court, two instances have been shown of gentlemen declaring 
their intention of withdrawing from practice therein; and with 
respect to the alleged diminution of the business of the court, 
the committee have ascertained that such diminution has not 
taken place; but that, on the contrary, the business of the said 
court has increased. 

With respect to the conduct of the Court as to the manifesta- 
tion of applause, the evidence produced to the committee was 
so conflic as not to permit their arriving at an accurate 
knowledge of the facts; but the committee hope that due regard 
to the dignity of his office will be shown by the judge presid- 
ing, and that directions will be given to the officers to prevent 
any indecorous demeanour on the part of the public attending 
there. 


TRANSFER OF LAND IN IRELAND. 
(From the Dublin “ Freeman's Journal.”) 

Without metaphor, the Incumbcred Estates Court is one of 
the few blessings we owe the British Parliament. It superseded 
an old and vicious system, whose procedure was framed, not to 
expedite justice, but to accumulate costs. The simplest claim 
could not be determined without undergoing an exhaustive 
process which made courts of equity a reproach to a civilised 
society. In latter times, under the pressure of reform and the 
universal feeling that justice, which should be the cheapest, was 
the most expensive of all commodities, equity courts abated their 
pretensions to plunder and simplified their procedure. When 
the public saw a few officers sitting in Henrietta-street, dis- 
charging an amount of business which the Court of Chancery 
would not have accomplished in half a century, and at one- 
fifth of the cost, they naturally demanded a revision of the sys- 
tem which contrasted so strongly with the modest character of 
its rival—and in obedience to the public wish:s Chancery 
reform commenced and progressed. No doubt the present 
Chancery procedure differs essentially from the old. Suits are 
now determined in a comparatively short time, and with mode- 
tate cost. In most causes a final decree can be had in a few 
months, and some persons go so far as to declare that in 
despatch and expense the Court of Chancery is to be 
preferred to the Incumbered Estates Court. We believe, how- 
ever, this opinion is the result of professional prejudice; but 
even though it were well founded in the present condition of 
equity business, it by no means follows that the assumed de- 
spatch would be a constant incident if the business of the 
Incumbered Estates Court were transferred to the Court of 
Chancery. This is what a large professional class seeks to 
effect, and this is exactly what the public will never concede. 
It is urged that the two tribunals are inconsistent and uselessly 
expensive. With respect to the inconsistency, where does it 
lie? The Court of Chancery has its own peculiar and very 
extensive domain, though in some cases a co-ordinate jurisdic- 
tion with the Incumbered Estates Court, while the latter works 
in a region of its own, and by rules and processes of its own. 
If the absorbers into chancery believe in the inconsistency, and 
consider it detrimental to the public interests, the public would 
have no objection to limit the chancery field, and transfer to its 
rival all matters relating to the sale of land and the distribution 
of the funds. It seems to us this chancery zeal is carried too 
far, and may be productive of consequences which the monopo- 
lists do not at present foresee. With regard to the expense of 
two courts exercising concurrent jurisdiction, this consideration 
may be left to the vigilant guardians of the Consolidated Fund. 
How anxious we are to cultivate economy, and grudge a few 

sa in the maintenance of an Irish institution 
unrivalled in the world for utility, efficiency, and cheapness ! 

Mr. Fitzgerald is, at least, as good a judge of the matter as 

gentlemen who argue so strongly for fusion. Of Mr. 
Whiteside we are not so positive; and until we see his measure, 
we refrain from giving him the credit to which his predecessor 
in office is eminently entitled. Mr. Fitzgerald has signified his 
intention to bring in a Bill to perpetuate the Incumbered 
Estates Court and enlarge its jurisdiction and powers. He did 
this while in office, so that his adversaries cannot charge him 
with aiming at popularity when out of office, ‘The temper of 
the House of Commons was completely with him on both occa- 
sions; and we doubt not his very useful measure will be cor- 
dially carried through, if it be better calculated to accomplish the 

ends than the rival Bill of the Attorney-General. 

of Chuneery could never be made the effectual instru- 

of such reforms. No change in its procedure could secure 
same cheapness, and satisfaction. Though not 





overwhelmed with business, it has quite as much as it conve, 
niently can discharge. Enlarge it with the enormous addition 
‘arising from the ordinary business of the Incumbered Estates 
Court and the accretion from the second branch contemplated b 
Mr. Fitzgerald’s Bill, and it is at once choked up. Delay an 
expense must be the inevitable result, and in a few years a cry 
would be raised to reconstitute the superseded, or some similar, 
tribunal to supplement the defects of the Court of Chancery. 
From the bitterness with which the Attorney-General assailed 
the late Chief Commissioner, and his occasional hits at the 
Court itself, we have no great reliance on his friendly adv 4 
His Bill will probably halt at the point beyond which its useful 
ness should begin; but he knows how strongly public opinion 
runs in favour of the Incumbered Estates Court, and that 
any attempt to damage it would be encountered with fierce 
opposition. In Mr. Fitzgerald’s sincerity we have more faith, 
and now that he is unembarrassed by official considerations, 
which affect the conduct more or less of all public men, we 
have no doubt his measure will go to the full extent required 
by the public. We are invited to wait until the fate of Lord 
Cranworth’s Land Transfer Bill in the Lords is decided. We 
are told the intended simplification of real property transfer by 
the ex-Chancellor’s Bill is so closely connected with the con- 
tinuation of our court, that the postponement of Mr, Fitzgerald's 
and Mr. Whiteside’s Bills would not only be prudent, but neces- 
sary. Any person who had taken the trouble to read Lord 
Cranworth's statement on moving the second reading of his 
Bill, knows that the principle is wholly unconnected with the 
principle of Mr. Fitzgerald’s Bill, and resembles it as closely ag 
Macedon does Monmouth. Lord Cranworth’s is a very small 
reform in a different direction; and not to be outdone in his 
own field, Lord St. Leonards has introduced another measure 
independent of, and partially conflicting with, Lord Cran- 
worth’s. Both, however, are far wide of Mr. Fitzgerald’s, and 
we trust it will be among the statutes of the session about the 
Ist of August next. All the reclamations and sophistries of 
lawyers cannot disturb “the Revolutionary Tribunal.” A new 
and beneficial career is opening before it, and we doubt much if 
the results developed in that court under the extended jurisdic- 
tion will not lead to the greatest social reform ever accom- 
plished in England. 


Mr. M. D. Hill, Recorder of Birmingham, has been com- 
pelled to leave England and visit Gibraltar for the benefit of 
his health. At the late Birmingham Borough Sessions his 
place was occupied by Mr. Isaac Spooner. 

The Clerkship of the County Court at Berwick has become 
vacant by the death of Mr. J. F. Pratt.—Civil Service Gazette. 

Goldwin Smith, Esq., M.A., barrister-at-law, has been ap- 
pointed by the Queen Professor of Modern History in the Uni- 
versity of Oxford, in the room of Henry Halford Vaughan, 
Esq., M.A., resigned. 

PRLS NERECE TOES 


Recent BWecisions in 


Chancery. 
PRACTICE-— EvipENcE—Propuction or DocuMENTS— 
Morteace DEED—SOLICITOR AND CLIENT. 

Davis v. Parry, 6 W. R.174. 

The practice of the Court relating to the production of do- 
cuments in a cause is not very intelligible or satisfaetory. If 
the rule were that all parties must produce every document in 
their possession or under their control, it would at any rate be 
simple and easy of apprehension; but it is now sometimes a mat- 
ter of great doubt whether, in a particular case, a plaintiff or 
defendant has a right to call for documentary evidence in the 
possession of his opponent. The 18th and 20th sections of the 
15 & 16 Vict. o. 86, regulate the present practice on the sub- 
ject. Under the 18th section the Court may, upon the applica- 
tion of the plaintiff, make an order for the production by the 
defendant of such of the documents in his possession or power 
relating to matters in question in the suit, as the Court shall 
think right. By the 20th section, the Court is empo 
upon the application of a defendant, to make a similar order 
agginst the plaintiff. In both sections, a great deal is left to 
the discretion of the judge, without any suggestion of a rule by 
which he should be guided; and hence there has been con- 
siderable diversity of opinion as to how the judge's discretion 
should be exercised in making these orders. Almost the only 
certain ground for resisting an application to produce documents 
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is that of professional privilege, or communications between 
legal advisers and their clients. In our observations on the 
case of Betts v. Menzies* (5 W.R. 767), we showed how many 
attempts had been made—and some of them successfully—to 
extend this privilege—e. g. as to communications about the sub- 
ject matter of litigation between parties themselves, and 
between parties or their legal advisers and strangers. Another 
limitation of the rule is that which relates to securities 
and documents upon which the holder has a lien, or of 
which he is entitled to the custody, and which he is not 
bound to produce until payment of what isdue tohim. Thus the 
Court will not generally order a mortgagee to produce his mort- 
gage security until he is paid all that he is entitled to receive; nor 
will it consider payment into court of the largest sum that can 
possibly be owing by the mortgagor, proper payment to the mort- 
gagee. Where, however, the bill impeaches the securities on 
the ground of fraud, and the plaintiff is willing to pay what is 
actually due, the Court would probably order the production, 
where the circumstances are such as to show that the plaintiff 
is entitled to discovery ; but the mere allegation of fraud is not 
sufficient to entitle the plaintiff to the production of the deeds 
impeached. “Where a bill alleges,” said Lord Langdale, in 
Bassford v. Blakesley (6 Beav. 133), “that deeds have been ob- 
tained by fraud, and the answer entirely denies the fraud, and 
states the deeds, the plaintiff is not, in that situation of things, 
entitled to an order for their production.” On the other hand, 
it is not necessary that the defendant, should admit that there 
has been fraud. Each particular case is governed by its own 
circumstances. But where the mortgagee denies fraud or 
notice in his answer, and neither is proved, the Court would 
probably, upon the authority of Crisp v. Platel (8 Beav. 62), 
and Dendy v. Cross (11 Beay. 91), refuse to order the produc- 
tion of deeds, the validity of which is disputed. In some 
cases, deeds or documents are ordered to be produced before the 
examiner for the purpose of being proved, leaving it open to 
the defendant to refuse to produce them at the hearing. 

Davis v. Parry was a suit instituted by a mortgagor against 
his mortgagee, who was a solicitor, and the bill prayed to set 
aside the mortgage deed, upon the ground that it had been ob- 
tained from him under circumstances of pressure and surprise, 
which was denied by the answer. If the case had stopped 
here, probably the Court would have refused the motion for the 
production of the deed. But it was in evidence that the de- 
fendant had acted as the solicitor of the plaintiff, and that he 
had no other professional adviser in the transaction. Upon this 
ground it was'that Stuart, V.C., ordered the defendant to pro- 
duce the deed. “Where a mortgage had been prepared by a 
mortgagee, who was also the solicitor of the mortgagor, and at 
the expense of the latter, the ordinary rule as to the non-pro- 
duction of a mortgage deed by a mortgagee was inapplicable, 
on account of the professional relationship and confidence exist- 
ing between the parties.” Where a mortgagee is ordered to 
produce a deed, he is bound to produce everything which de- 
pends upon the deed. Thus, where a suit was instituted to set 
aside a conveyance of an equity of redemption, Wood, V.C., 
held (Jones v. Jones, Kay, App. vi.), that, with the deed, the 
mortgagee should produce a receipt for the mortgage money, 
which he had obtained after the date of the deed. As to the 
practice—where a motion to produce is required, and, also, as 
to subpoena duces tecum, see Selby v. Frazer (5 W. R. 341),* 
and Holden y. Holden (5 W. kk. 217). 


CHARTER—CONDITION—PRINCIPLES OF CONSTRUCTION. 


Rendall v. The Crystal Palace Company, 6 W. X. 416. 

The point involved in this case presented itself in a very neat 
shape. ‘The charter of the company contained an express con- 
dition that no person should be admitted to the building or 
grounds on the Lord’s-day, in consideration of any money pay- 
ment, whether made directly or indirectly. The question was, 
whether the issuing of tiekets, to admit shareholders and their 
nominees on Sunday, in consideration of their giving up shares 
to be cancelled, was a violation of the charter. The grounds 
relied on, on behalf of the company, were:—1. That a condi- 
tion in a charter ought to be construed as strictly as a condition 
in a deed or a penal statute, and that the construction put upon 
the term money in criminal statutes, and even in a will, was 
such as not even to include stock in the funds, credit at a bank, 
or other ideration of ay iary vature, 2, That, even if 
the phrase “ money payment, whether made directly or indi- 
rectly,” was wide enough to embrace any kind of valuable con- 
sideration; still the extinction of a share was only the retire- 
ment of one member of the partnership, and not the transfer of 











* 1 Bol, J, 241. 





value to the company, although it might benefit each individnal 
shareholder, by reducing the number of persons entitled to par- 
ticipate in dividends. 3. That the charter must be construed 
with reference to the existing law at the time, by which the 
only thing forbidden was the admission of the public at large, 
as distinguished from particular classes, to entertainments on 
the Lord’s-day; and that the only meaning of the condition was, 
to bind the company, under pain of forfeiture, not to violate the 
law as to Sunday entertainments. 


On the first point, the general principle of construction of 
conditions in charters, the judgment of Coleridge, J., in R. v. 
Eastern Archipelago Company (22 L. J., Q. B., 206) contains 
the principal authorities, and is strong in favour of a strict 
construction. ‘The Vice-Chancellor, in the present case, does 
not appear to have questioned this view, but he decided that he 
could not limit the phrase “ money-payment ” to cash, and held 
that the surrender of shares to be cancelled was an indirect 
money payment to the company. ‘This disposed of the first two 
arguments. . On the third point it was held that the words of 
the charter indicated an intention not merely to compel the 
company to observe the prohibitions of existing statutes, but to 
place them under peculiar restrictions more severe than those 
imposed by the general law. The demurrer which had been 
filed to tlie bill was accordingly overruled. 


APPORTIONMENT ACT—SHARES IN A Joint Stock Com- 
PANY—DIvipDENDs—Bonvs. 


Hartley v. Allan, 6 W. R. 407. 


The Apportionment Act of 4 & 5 W.4, c. 22, is a very ill- 
worded statute, and the present case is one of many which its 
obscurities have caused. The Act directs apportionment in the 
event of the death of any person having a life interest in 
rents, annuities, pensions, dividends, moduses, compositions, and 
all other payments made payable or coming due at fixed periods, 
under any instrument coming into operation after the passing 
of the Act. Inasmuch as dividends on shares were not pay- 
ments coming due at auy fixed period, it was argued that the 
word “ dividends ” must be restricted to the dividends on stock. 
Kindersley, V. C., said that the language, taken strictly, did not 
express what was intended, and that to make sense of it it was 
necessary to limit the operation of the general words as to fixed 
payments, so as not to make them apply to the enumerated 
interests, viz., annuities, dividends, &c. On this construction 
there was no ground for confining the word dividends to stock, 
and it ought to be read as including dividends on shares in 
a joint stock company. Another question was, whether a 
particular sum which had been divided by the company under 
the name of a bonus, was also within the Act. is Honour 
held that, it being clear that the company did not themselves 
regard it as dividend, it could not be treated as such, and that, 
whether it was in fact derived from capital or income, it was 
not apportionable under the Act. 


Costs — IligHeR anD Lower ScaLEs, WHEN APPLICABLE 
Gibbs v. Gibbs, 6 W.R. 415. 


The 7th rule of the 2nd Order of January, 1857, directs 
that in all proceedings by special case, and in all proceedings 
relating to funds carried to separate accounts, and in all pro- 
ceedings under any railway or private Act of Parliament, or 
under any other statutory or summary jurisdiction, and gene- 
rally in all other cases where the estate or fund to be dealt 
with should be under the amount or value of £1,000, the 
lower scale of costs was to be charged, : 

In Reade v. Bentley (3 Kay & Joh. 271), which was a question 
of partnership in a publication, the value of the property was cer- 
tified to be under £1,000; but Wood, V.C., is reported to have 
held that the case “came within the higher seale, as it was 
not one of the cases specified by the orders as subjects of the 
lower scale.” ‘The inference from this was, that the lower 
scale applied only to the proceedings specifically mentioned in 
the order, viz. special cases, separate accounts, and statutory or 
summary jurisdiction. In Gibbs v. Gibbs, which was an inter- 
pleader suit for a bill of exchange for £400, the quesiion was 
raised before Kindersley, V. C. Wis Honour considered that 
the lower scale applied; and after conferring with Wood, V. C., 
said that Reade vy. Bentley was not intended to have the large 
effect attributed to it, the ground of that decision having been 
that it was « question of injunction and partnership where there 
was no estate or fund to which the order could apply; and 
held that the words “other cases” in the order were ieant 
to refer to suits as well as to proceedings of the nature specified 
in the order. 
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Cases at Common Law specially Interesting to Attorneps- 


— 


Bankrurtcy—Cvustom or Banxers—Suort Br11s 
TREATED AS CASH. 

Ez parte Barkworth, in re Harrison, 26 L. J. (Bank Ca.) 5. 

In this case F. & Co., customers of a bank, had paid in to 
their current account certain short bills of exchange not yet 
arrived at maturity, which were credited to them by the bank, 
without any contract or arrangement to that effect, as cash. 
Before the bills became payable, the bank failed; and the ques- 
tion now arose whether these bills had become the absolute 
property of the bank, by their having credited F. & Co. with 
the cash to be afterwards realized on them, or whether the bills 
must not be given up to F. & Co. by the assignees. At the 
time of the bankruptcy, F, & Co. had a balance in their favour 
at the bank. The bankruptcy commissioner decided the point 
in favour of the customer, and the Lords Justices supported 
his view without the least hesitation. Indeed, the Court said, 
that unless there could be proved an agreement between the 
parties to the effect alleged by the assignees, either express (of 
which, in the case before them, they were of opinion there was 
no evidence), or to be implied from the course of banking busi- 
ness (of which the case of Thompson v. Giles, 2 B. & C. 422, 
was decisive in favour of the customer), the proposition 
raised on behalf of the bank was “ as startling as a demand by 
a bankrupt to retain the plate or title-deeds which a customer 
has deposited with him for safe custody.” 


BankRuPTCY—PromissorY NorE—EFFECT OF GIVING TIME 
TO MAKER—ADDING FrEesH NaME As GUARANTEE. 
Ex parte Yates, in re Smith, 26 L. J. (Bank. Ca.) 9. 

Tu this case it was held by the Lords Justices—reversing the 
decision of one of the Bankruptcy Commissioners—that an 
extension of time, granted by the payce of a promissory note, 
at the request of one of the joint makers thereof, did not operate 
so as to discharge the separate estate of such maker from proof 
of the debt secured by the note. It was further held, that the 
note in question was not rendered invalid as between the makers 
and the payee, by the circumstance that, some time after it was 
given, the name of an additional party (with the concurrence 
of all the parties) was put at the corner of the note, as a 
guarantee of its ultimate payment: such an addition was con- 
strued as an informal indorsement. ‘The case chiefly relied 
upon by the commissioner in support of the view he had taken 
was that of Gardner v. Walsh (5 Ell. & Bl. 83); but that deci- 
sion Was distinguished because there was no consent by all the 
parties concerned, as in the case under discussion. 


Goops SOLD AND DELIVERED — ACTION FOR, MUST BE BY 
VENDOR, NOT BY A SUBSEQUENT OWNER. 
Boulton v. Jones, 2 H. & N. 564. 


This was an action for the price of goods sold; and the defen- 
dant’s defence was, that, though he admitted that he had re- 
ceived the goods in question, and that they were the property 
of the plaintiff when the goods were delivered, yet he had dealt 
with another firm for the purchase of them, and had received no 
notice of the change in the ownership. Hence he could not 
have pleaded to an action at the suit of the present plaintiff a 
set-off in respect of any debt due to himself from the person 
with whom he contracted; and, therefore, according to the case 
of Bickerton vy. Burrell (5 M. & S. 383), and the more recent 
decisions of Humble v. Hunter (12 Q. B. 310), and Jsberg v. 
Bowden (8 Exch, 852), the action was not well brought; for 
the plaintiff could not by purchase of the stock of the party 
with whom the defendant contracted entitle himself to sue on 
such contract, This defence the Court held was a valid one; 
and they said, that where a contract is made, in which the 
personality of the contracting party is or may be of importance 
—as, for example, a contract with 2 man to write a book, or the 
like, or where there might be a set-off—no other person can 
interpose and adopt the contract. 


Law or ARBITRATION—ACTION TO RECOVER EXCESS OF 
CHARGES PAID TO TAKE UP THE AWARD, 
Barnes v. Braithwaite, 2 H, & N. 569. 

This case decides the validity of an action as to which con- 
siderable doubt has been entertained, though of late a strong 
impression has prevailed in its favour (see Re Coombs, 4 Exch., 
839; Fernley v. Branson, 20 1. J., Q, B. 178), via, that the 
excess beyond proper remuneration for the services performed, 
which is paid to a lay arbitrator in order to take up his award, 
may be recovered in en action for money had and received. In 
the case under discussion, the plaintiffs having brought an action, 





it was referred to the defendants, who were civil engineers. 
The award was in favour of the plaintiffs, and they, in order to 
take it up, were compelled to pay the defendants more than 
= which, on taxation by the Master, was reduced by nearly 
alf. 
Carriers’ Law—REFUSAL BY CONSIGNEE TO ACCEPT 
Goons. 


Hudson v. Baxendale, 2 H. & N. 575. 


In this case, which was an action against carriers by the 
consignor to recover the amount of damages which had been 
occasioned by the rejection of the goods conveyed by the con- 
signee, it was attempted to establish as a rule of law—with 
reference to the liabilities of carriers—that a carrier is bound 
to give notice to the consignor in the event of a refusal by the 
consignee to accept goods sent to him. Evidence to prove such 
an usage was tendered at the trial of the action, but was re- 
jected by the judge, who told the jury that no such universal 
rule was in existence, but that a carrier is only bound to do 
what was reasonable under all the circumstances of the parti- 
cular case, and that it was their office to decide what was rea- 
sonable. The jury having, under these circumstances, found a 
verdict for the defendants, a new trial was moved for on the 
ground of misdirection; and the principle above referred to 
was attempted to be supported by the decisions in which the 
duty of agents towards their principals, with regard to apprising 
them of such facts and circumstances as may be important to 
their interests, is asserted; such, for example, as Callander vy. 
Oelricks (5 Bing., N. C., 59), where it was held that an insur- 
ance broker, employed to effect an insurance, was bound to 
give notice to his employers in case of failure to accomplish the 
end in view. The Court held, however, in concurrence with 
the ruling at nisi prius, that the verdict depended upon whether 
the carrier under the circumstances acted as a reasonable man 
would do, and that the solution of this question was strictly 
within the province of the jury, to whom it had been left. 

Tn this case it was also incidentally laid down, that a carrier 
is liable for the safe carriage of the goods entrusted to him from 
and to the places between which he undertakes to carry, in re- 
spect of all loss or injury, except such as may arise from a defect 
in the package ; and that the onus of proving such defect to have 
existed lies upon the carrier. The doctrine as to this, laid down 
by Lord Ellenborough, in Stewart v. Crawley (2 Stark. 323), was 
therefore supported. There, in holding a carrier liable for the 
loss of a dog tied with a string, it was remarked by that judge 
that “the case was not like that of the delivery of goods im- 
perfectly packed, since in that case the defect was not visible.” 


PRACTICE—AFFIDAVITS AND Exureits—CusTopY oF 
DocuMENTs. 
Attenborough v. Clark, 2 H. & N. 588. 

In this case a rule for a new trial had been obtained by the 
defendant on certain affidavits. Those affidavits referred to ex- 
hibits which had not been deposited in court, and a motion 
was made on behalf of the plaintiff that, before drawing up the 
tule for a new trial, these documents might be brought inte 
court to enable the plaintiff to take copies of them. This appli- 
cation was opposed on the ground that there were i 
pending in another court, in which those documents were 
required, and that they had already been seen by the plaintiff's 
attorney; but the Court said the documents must be brought 
into court, and remain there till the matter was dispesed of, 
otherwise the rule which had been obtained for the new trial 
would not be drawn up in the Master's office. It was intimated, 
however, that if not annexed to the affidavits, but referred to 
only as exhibits, they might be afterwards taken out of court 
without previously obtaining the leave of the Court. 

It may be remarked that there are two ways of verifying any 
document used as a foundation for any application to the 
Court. It may either be annexed to an affidavit in which the 
document is described as the deed, letter, or rule, “herete 
annexed ” (see Fidlett v. Bolton, 4 D. P. C. 282); or the dooument 
may be simply referred to as “exhibit A,” “B,,” &o, in 
which case the document is not annexed to the affidavit at all, 
but is identified by a memorandum indorsed by the party 
administering the oath to the person making the affidavit, to 
the effect that the document was exhibited to the deponent 
before swearing. ‘This latter course, it is said in the books, 
should be adopted when it is desired to keep the document so 
sworn to in the possession of the party to whem it belongs; and 
that, when so referred to, it is so far considered the 


affidavit, that the opposite party is entitled, as a matter of 
course, to a copy (see Tebbutt v. Ambler, 7 D. PC. 674), Is 


would seem, by the case under discussion, that the document 
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must also be deposited in court in company with the affidavit, as 
long as the assistance of the Court is required, or any applica- 
tion is before it, for which the document is the whole or part 
foundation. 
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Correspondence. 











EDINBURGH.—(From our Edinburgh Correspondent.) 
Boe and Others v. Anderson and Others—Nov. 11, 1857. 
This case is reported not only, because it raises several nice 

questions of municipal and international law, but also because 
it affords a curious illustration of American procedure, and of 
the very insufficient means taken by the Court to inform them- 
selves in regard to Scotch law, when disposing of important 
questions depending upon it. 

Stephen Henderson, a Scotchman, who died on the 10th of 
March, 1838, domiciled in Louisiana, in America, left an holo- 
graphic last will and testament, dated 1st of August, 1837, 
which contained a legacy thus expressed:—“ Ist. Two thousand 
dollars per annum to be paid to the poor of the town of Dun- 
blane, in Perthshire, North Britain. This sum to be divided by 
the resident minister of the Presbyterian Church, and ths two 
highest civil officers in the town, to be paid upon due proof of 
their acceptance of the trust, say 2,000 dollars. And 2nd. 
Two thousand dollars for the erection of a school-house in the 
town of Dunblane, for ten years only, and for the purpose of 
educating the poor, this being the place of my birth.” He also 
left a nuncupative will, dated 5th of March, 1838, thus ex- 
pressed :—“TI hereby make anew each of the particular legacies 
contained in my said will in favour of each of the legatees 
purely and simply, and it is my wish and desire that any pro- 
perty of which I may die possessed not passing for any cause 
whatever under any of the dispositions in any former will 
or of this, may accrue to them in proportion to the amount 
of their respective legacies or their value.” 

Under the present action, the pursuers, the Rev. James Boe, 
minister of the Established Church in Dunblane, Andrew Cross, 
sheriff-substitute of the western district of Perthshire, officiat- 
mg and residing in Dunblane, and Charles Macara, sheriff- 
clerk depute of the western district of Perthshire, also officiat- 
ing and residing in Dunblane, seek to have it found and 
declared, that the legacies above set forth are capable of being 
earried into effect by the law of Scotland; and that the pur- 
suers are the persons who answer and fulfil the description and 
designation of administrators of these legacies or provisions, as 
contained in the said wills, and are, by the law of Scotland, 
competent and entitled to receive, discharge, apply, and admi- 
nister the said legacies and provisions for the purposes and for 
behoof of the persons.intended to be provided for or benefited 
thereby. The pursuers further ask to have the defenders, as 
having either by themselves or the parties whom they repre- 
sented taken possession of and appropriated portions of the 
succession of the said Stephen Henderson, on the footing that 
they were his legal heirs or representatives, ordained to make 
payment to the pursuers in the manner therein set forth. 

The defenders stated five preliminary objections to the action: 
—1. That the pursuers had no title to insist in it. 2. That it 
was excluded exceptione rei judicate. 3. That the Court of 
Session was not forum competens to try it. 4. That the exe- 
cutors had not been called; and, 5. That there had been undue 
delay in making the claim. 

The first objection arises on the terms of the will; the second 
is founded on certain proceedings which took place in America, 
and which may be shortly stated:—In March, 1838, the execu- 
tors nominated in the will obtained confirmation from the Court 
of Probates. In August following, John and Ann Henderson, 
defenders in the present action, presented a petition, praying 
that the executors, and one Strawbridge, should be appointed 
to represent the absent heirs, alleging that the legacies were 
void, and claiming the estate in so far as it might be found to 
be intestate. Strawbridge answered, and asked that the lega- 
cies in question should be ordered to be paid. Other parties, 
legatees, also answered and denied that the petitioners were 
heirs, and alleged that the above legacies were invalid. In 1839 
two deeds of compromise were entered into, the first stipulated 
that the whole estate should be transferred to the petitioners 
and the legatees who opposed; the second submitted certain 
questions to the Court. Strawbridge was not a party to either 
deed. The proceedings are not intelligible, but the result seems 
to have been, that the Court held that the matters referred could 
only be disposed of by the courts of ordinary jurisdiction; but 
considered that it was proved that all the legacies had been 


} 








satisfied, and they therefore recognised the parties to the second 
agreement, who all seem to have become plaintiffs, as entitled 
to the estate, and ordered the executors to account. Apparently, 
the strongest piece of evidence was a statement by Strawbridge, 
in a document called “ Testimony for John and Ann Hender- 
son,” that he had addressed letters to the minister and civil 
functionaries of Dunblane, which he had reason to believe had 
been received; that, from this and other circumstances, he be- 
lieved there “ was no intention on the part of the town of Dun- 
blane to claim the legacy.” ‘The executors were subsequently, 
as such, discharged in June, 1839. In the meantime, Thomas 
and Jean Henderson, the only other defenders in the present 
action, children of a brother of the testator, had, in the charac- 
ter of heirs-at-law, raised an action in the same court, to esta- 
blish the invalidity of the will. A third deed of compromise 
was entered into between them and all the other parties, whereby 
the challenge of the will was abandoned; while John and Ann 
Henderson, the other two defenders in the present action, under- 
took, along with Stephen Henderson and the other heirs and 
residuary legatees, inter alia, to pay whatever sum might be 
adjudged to be necessary to satisfy the legacies to the town of 
Dunblane. The suit, in which this compromise took place, 
was also intimated to Strawbridge, but he was no party to 
the compromise. By these various deeds the executors were 
appointed “attorneys in fact” of all the parties to them, and 
were authorised to test the validity of the legacies to the town 
of Dunblane, and thereafter divide in terms of the deeds. Pro- 
ceedings were taken in November, 1846, against these attorneys 
in fact, who, although discharged as executors, still continued 
to hold the funds in the character imposed upon them as 
above mentioned. The attorneys answered that they could not 
pay in respect of their liability under the will to other parties, 
It was agreed, inter alia, to try the validity of the Dunblane 
legacy—a commission setting forth that the legacy was to the 
minister and “the two highest civil officers in the town,” in- 
stead of “ofthe town,”—had been issued in November, 1846, to 
examine the professor of civil law in Glasgow, and a writer 
to the signet residing there, as to the Scotch law. This com- 
mission was reported in 1849; and the plaintiffs prayed that in 
the event of the bequest being thereby established, the attorneys 
might be ordered, in respect of the non-appearance of the 
parties entitled, to pay the funds to the plaintiffs, subject to 
the claim for the legacy. Strawbridge, who had become judge, 
dismissed the application of the heirs of Stephen Henderson 
with costs, chiefly on the ground that no one was duly 
authorised to appear or act for the town of Dunblane. The 
plaintiffs appealed to the Supreme Court. Rost, one of the 
attorneys in fact, and a judge of the Court, declined to sit. 
In June, 1852, judgment was pronounced reversing the deci- 
sion of the inferior court. In the matter of the Dunblane 
legacy, the judgment proceeded upon the evidence as to 
Scotch law, which stated that there were no parties who an- 
swered the descriptich of the two highest civil officers of the 
town, and upon a view of the Court that the true meaning of 
civil officers in the town in the will was ‘ civil officers of’ the 
town.’ It proceeded also on the fact that no demand had been 
made for the legacy; that the executors did not of themselves 
intend, as trustees, to carry the legacy into effect; and that the 
Rey. Mr. Grierson, the resident minister at Dunblane in 1838, 
had then told Judge Rost, one of the executors, among other 
things not necessary to set forth here, that the inhabitants of 
Dunblane were opposed to receiving the legacy, as it would 
draw the poor of the neighbouring counties to Dunblane. This 
bequest was, therefore, declared of no effect, and the defendants 
ordered to pay over the money retained to meet it. In 
July, 1856, the Lord Ordinary repelled the three preliminary 
pleas. ‘The defenders reclaimed (appealed) to the Inner House, 
who, after a very full discussion, adhered. ‘The Lord Presi- 
dent, in stating his reasons, observed, inter alia, with regard 
to the first plea, that he only understood the Lord Ordinary, 
in repelling it, to have affirmed the mere title of the 
pursuers to sue, not their right to recover, and that the 
questions, whether the pursuers were the parties meant, 
and whether there were any civil officers of or in the 
town of Dunblane, were untouched with regard to the second 
plea; that none of the elements required to constitute 
res judicata existed; that he found if% evidence of any one 
appearing in the courts of ordinary jurisdiction on behalf of 
the parties claiming the legacy, though in the Court of Probates 
Strawbridge seems to have considered that his duty extended to 
these parties; or of any attempt being made to give notice to 
those interested, or to make them parties. That there was no 
order of intimation of any kind; while the inquiry, which did 
take place, showed that the Court and the litigants were im- 
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with the necessity of that Mhquiry; yet that no notifi- 
cation of this inquiry into facts and Scotch law, which might 
be fact to the American Court, was given to any one in Dun- 
blane; and that upon evidence obtained in Glasgow from parties 
having no peculiar knowledge or apparent connection with Dun- 
plane, the foreign Court informed itself. ‘That it was certainly 
strange that the Court should go for a knowledge of Scotch 
law away from the place where it was administered. And, 
lastly, that it was evident that the answers so obtained had 
been very much influenced by the terms of the will, of which 
an incorrect copy was submitted. Upon this evidence, and the 
evidence of Judge Rost—who states that fifteen years before, 
not with reference to the present suit, the minister of Dunblane 
had expressed an opinion that the town of Dunblane would 
rather not have the legacy—the judgment was pronounced 
which is now relied on. His Lordship further stated, that the 
rties were not the same; that no parties claiming the legacy, 
or authorised to do so, appeared in the American suit; that no 
notice was given; that the question was not the same; that it 
was a question between the executors and certain other parties; 
that the judgment might be good enough between them, but 
could be carried no further. With regard to the third plea, his 
Lordship stated that he had no difficulty. That the pursuers 
alleged that the defenders had got possession of the estate, in- 
cluding a part or the whole of this bequest; that it was raising 
a separate question, to say that the executors were the proper 
defenders—the allegation was, that the defenders had the money; 
that if the executors had retained it, that might be a good 
reason on the merits for asseilying the defenders, but did not 
touch the present’ plea; that he was not satisfied that an 
action could be’maintained in Louisiana. With regard to the 
fourth and fifth pleas, his Lordship stated that he saw no ground 
for them. 

Lord Ivory considered that the action was grounded on the 
fact, that the defenders had obtained possession of the funds, 
and would have been quite competent, even if these funds had 
been paid over by the executors without the intervention of 
any Court. He thought that the question of forum competens 
was first in order. He saw no ground to doubt that the Court 
had jurisdiction. The defenders were subject to their jurisidic- 
tion, and as the funds followed the person having the legal title 
to them, they were within the jurisdiction, so far as intromitted 
with. That the question of forum competens required to be 
disposed of before the question of res judicata, because the 
latter was a plea of defence ; that the plea of forum competens 
implies that the action must be dismissed, as, for example, when 
an action is brought in the first instance into a court which is 
only a court of review. On the question of res judicata, he 
expressed the same views as the Lord President, and pointed 
out that the whole of Strawbridge’s proceedings negatived the 
idea that he appeared for the legatees in any character; that 
the question was not disposed of in the Court of Probates; and 
that clearly Strawbridge did not appear in the court of ordinary 
jurisdiction. ‘The validity of the legacy was then challenged, 
but the challenge was mixed up with the compromise; and 
the question before the Court was, whether, the executors 
having been allotved to retain, this right of retention could be 
supported any longer, no person appearing to claim. He 
thought that there were no materials in the case for supporting 
the plea of res judicata; and, if so, he considered that the title 
to pursue followed as a matter of course. He thought that 
there must be a title to sue before it could be pleaded that res 
judicata barred the action. ‘That the plea of title to sue, as 
put, perhaps went further than this, and should be reserved. 

Lord Currichill thought all the averments must, hoc statu, 
be assumed to be true; that is, in considering the objections, he 
thought it clear that the pursuers had a title to insist upon the 
inquiry; but whether that gave them a title to decree as asked, 
was a question on the merits. He concurred that there was no 
res judicata on grounds similar to those stated by the other 
judges, and thought it important, in this question, that the 
judgment in the American Court proceeded on the footing 
that no demand had been made for the legacy. He considered 
that the medium concludendi, on which the claim made in the 
foreign Court was sustained, was, that where there was no one 
claiming, the executors had no right to retain; that that on which 
the present claim was sought to be enforced was, that the 
legacy was now claimed as valid, and that the defenders had 
undertaken to pay it, or, at least, were under liability to pay it, 
if so asked. He was further of opinion, that the judgment of 
& foreign Court had no force, except by comity; and that it was, 
therefore, the duty of the Court to see that the proceedings 
by which it was based were regular, and not inconsistent 
th justice, That in the- present case material error arose 





from asking information upon Scotch law upon a misrepre- 
sentation of the terms of the bequest. With regard to the 
third objection, he thought it clear that the maxim, actor 
sequitur forum rei, was a sufficient answer, even when the 
pursuer was a foreigner; much more so when both pursuer and 
defender were under the jurisdiction of the Court. And he 
also thought that the greater convenience of trying the case in 
Scotland, where the more important matters of fact and law 
would require to be ascertained, would be sufficient. 

Lord Deas thought that all questions of title should be re- 
served, to be disposed of with the pleas on the merits. He 
agreed in thinking that the Court of Session was the proper 
forum to try the case; that, whether the executors had still pos- 
session of the funds or not was not material, because, on the 
showing of the defenders, the judgment against them was 
final, so that they could be compelled to give up the funds, 
and that the Court of Louisiana would probably not listen to 
the pursuers. He concurred with the other judges, for similar 
reasons, which he stated, in thinking that there was no res 
judicata; and added, that the foreign judgment was not even 
equivalent to a decree in absence in Scotland, which is null un- 
less it proceeds upon citation of the absent parties; that he 
looked upon the executors either as charged with the interests 
of the estate as against legatees, or as mere stakeholders; but 
in no sense as so charged with the interest of the pursuers as 
to bind them judicially to any extent. That, in this view, he 
did not consider it necessary then to look at the circumstances 
under which the foreign judgment was pronounced, and did not 
go upon them asa ground for repelling the plea of res judicata 
That. when the case came to be considered on the merits, he 
had no doubt. that due respect would be paid to the reasons 
upon which the judgment of the foreign Court proceeded. 

The Court repelled the plea of non forum competens, the 
objection to the competency of the action on the ground that 
the executors have not been made parties, the plea of res judi- 
cata, and the plea that the claim is excluded by undue delay; 
and reserved the objection to the title to be discussed with the 
merits, and all questions of expenses. 


SEA-SHORE. 

To the Editor of Tue Soricrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 

Sir,—In July last, Lord Derby complained in the House of 
Lords, of the manner in which the Crown was endeavouring to 
enforce its claims to the sea-shore lying between high and low- 
water mark. He quoted legal authorities to show that the 
general right of the Crown to the sea-shore was not to be ex- 
ercised for its own benefit, but to secure certain advantages to 
the public; and stated that attempts were made to enforce this 
right in dozens and hundreds of cases, not for the benefit, but 
to the injury of the public. After citing instances of the 
vexatious manner in which the power of the Crown was thus 
made use of, contrary to the common law, against individuals, 
who were compelled one after another to uphold a pul .-. prin- 
ciple, he called upon the Government to take some steps to 
remove the grievance. 

Lord Derby is now in power, and persons who are suffering 
from the arbitrary proceedings of the Crown have anxiously 
expected that he would make some alteration in the system, 
These expectations have hitherto been disappointed; and the 
proceedings upon informations filed by the late advisers of the 
Crown are still carried on with unabated vigour. 

I venture, through the medium of your columns, to call 
attention to a grievance, which has become most oppressive. 

I need not mention to your readers the fundamental princi- 
ple of our laws of real property—that all the lands in the realm 
belong to the Crown; or that all the landowners in the king- 
dom hold as tenants of the Crown. By a similar rule of common 
law, the Crown is entitled to the sea-shore surrounding the 
kingdom which lies between ordinary high and low-water mark, 
These are just and wise principles, and it would be prejudicial 
to our legal system of tenure, as well as to public policy, to 
alter them. 

It follows, however, from these principles, that, if the Crown 
lays claim to any part of the land of the kingdom, or any part 
of the sea-shore, it has simply to set up its prima facie right, 
and the onus of rebutting that right, and showing a complete 
title*in himself, is at once thrown upon the subject against 
whom the claim is made. In the case of land as distinguished 
from sea-shore, the task of establishing a title is comparatively 
easy; but where a claim is made to the shore, however strong 
the right of the subject may be, however long the subject mat- 
ter of the claim may have been enjoyed by his ancestors 
himself, the law so fetters his means of defence, and construes 
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every kind of evidence he can produce so strongly in favour of 
the Crown, that it is a matter of the greatest difficulty for him, 
as against the Crown, to establish a legal title. 

The process by which these claims are enforced is tedious 
and harassing in the extreme to the unfortunate defendant. 

An information in Chancery is first filed on behalf of the 
Crown, stating its primA facie right; to this the defendant must 
put in an answer; the Crown then replies; and the defendant 
has to obtain and set forth documentary evidence in support of 
his title, In most cases this involves an enormous expenditure. 
From the very nature of the sea-shore, it cannot be enjoyed as 
ordinary landed property; and the defendant is without the 
means of showing the actual bodily possession of the soil, which 
constitutes so important a proof of title to landed property. 
Acts of ownership over the shore may have been exercised for 
centuries without interruption, but proof of such acts is difficult 
to obtain. The general Statutes of Limitation, which wisely 
prevent the title to property from being disturbed, after a cer- 
tain number of years’ quiet possession, are of no avail against 
the Crown. It is true, there is a statute by which the Crown 
is barred, after adverse possession of three times the length of 
time required in ordinary cases, but the Crown officers contend 
that this statute is not applicable to the sea-shore. ‘The defen- 
dant must either show a grant from the Crown to himself or 
some one of his ancestors, a mode of defence rarely available, 
or he must produce such evidence of the exercise of ownership 
from time immemorial as will enable an ancient grant to be 
presumed. In the latter case, the task imposed upon him is 
most onerous; investigations must be made, frequently extend- 
ing back to the time of the Conquest; skilled witnesses must 
be employed to search for and examine ancient records; in 
point of fact, the expenditure of time and money required in 
prosecuting these researches can scarcely be imagined by any- 
one who has not been engaged in) such a defence. When the 
evidence is complete, the cause is brought on for hearing before 
a Chancery judge, but he is without power to decide it. It is 
for a jury at common law to try the right. The matter is 
handed over to a common Jaw court, and another long and 
expensive process succeeds. 

But I will not weary you with further details of the legal 
machinery. I have stated enough to show what influence these 
proceedings must have upon an unfortunate defendant, who has 
no power to expedite or to escape from them; and often, sick at 
heart at the delay and expense of defending his title, he yields 
up the inheritance of his ancestors to might and not to right, 

The ease with which these claims can be set up, and the 
difficulty in rebutting them, have induced the Crown officers of 
late years to proceed against individuals in this manner. At 
first informations were sparingly filed, but after the thin end of 
the wedge was once inserted they became more frequent, until 
at last the abuse has grown into a system, which is now in full 
force and vigour, and has created great alarm amongst all 
owners of property upon the sea-shore. The complaints of 

Derby were ably and justly made. Surely, Sir, a pre- 
rogative right, which gives so formidable a power to the Crown, 
ought not to be practically applied without great caution, and 
never but for the benefit of the public. It is beneath the dignity 
of the Crown that it should be made the instrument of petty 
——. simply for the benefit of its private revenues. 

y the recent practice of the Crown officers, the ancient 
principle is entirely lost sight of. Informations appear to be 
filed in 4 hap-hazard manner, and apparently upon the specu- 
lation that the defendant cannot establish his title, or that, un- 
able or unwilling to incur the expense of defending it, he will 
make terms with the Crown, either by paying a sum of money 
or taking a lease from it. I have just seen the proceedings in 
one of these informations, which was filed against the owner of 
extensive property on the sea-shore. After years of labour, and 
a cost of some thousands of pounds, the defendant showed a 
title, against which the Crown had no hope of success. When 
they became aware of this the Crown officers abandoned the 
proceedings, and the defendant had no remedy against them 
for the enormous expenditure he had incurred; he had simply 
the satisfaction of saving his property from their grasp. 

If Lord Derby would become a popular minister, he would 
do well to put a stop to a grievance, of which he complained so 
londly when out of office, and take steps to relieve the present 
sufferers from the exercise of this power of the Crown, which is 
used in so arbitrary and vexatious » manner—I am, Sir, your 
obedient servant, Amicus Justitia, 

April 7, 1848. 





ATTORNEY'S FEES. 
To the Editor of Tax Souicizons’ Jovuxay & Ruvontyn. 
Sin —~Since | have been in the profession fines and recoveries 





have been abolished; the lease for a year done away with; the 
county courts established; new reduced scales of fees haye 
been made and remade; fees on prosecutions reduced, so that no 
respectable attorney will conduct them; and, by the Bills now 
before Parliament, it appears that abstracts of title are to be 
shortened, and that the Court of Chancery is to do all the con. 
veyancing business for the future. It has also been discovered 
that the solicitors get too well paid in bankruptcies; this is to 
be avoided for the future by a reform of the bankruptcy laws, 

I told you some little time ago that it appeared to me that 
one of the standing orders of both Houses of Parliament is, 
“Cut down the attorneys’ and solicitors’ fees;” and it appears 
to me that both Houses are acting well up to it. 

A classical examination is talked of, to keep the profession 
respectable and select. It appears to me that in a very short 
time this will be needless, as there will be no applicants to get 
into a profession that will cost a vast deal of money to get 
into, and after you get into it it will starve you. 

The trade of a tailor or shoemaker will, in a very short time, 
if it is not already, be a much more profitable business than 
the profession of an attorney. 

Can you tell me, Mr. Editor, why £4 was taken off the 
certificates of London attorneys, and only £2 off the country 
attorneys’ ? 

Can you, also, tell me why the medical profession are not 
made to pay a certificate duty to enable them to practise as 
well as the attorneys? A clause to this effect should be intro- 
duced into the new medical bill. 

“What is everybody’s business is nobody's business,” and so 
we stand still and see all this done without getting a quid pro 
quo. We country attorneys leave it to the law societies, and 
they do nothing for us. 

I think it high time that each one should take care of him- 
self, otherwise what the end of it will be I know not. 

As the fees of attorneys are again to be greatly reduced, the 
stamp on articles of clerkship will, of course, be reduced, and 
the certificate duty done away with, and placed on the clerical 
and medical profession for a change. 

Ought not we who have paid £145 stamp duty to get into 
the profession to be allowed compensation for loss of fees, as 
well as the proctors? 

By inserting these few hastily-written remarks in your next 
Journal, you will oblige an old subscriber, and truly yours, 

A Country ATTORNEY. 





DOMESTIC SERVANT—RIGHT TO WAGES. 
To the Editor of Tux Soxuicrrors’ JourNat & REPORTER. 

Srr,—If a domestic servant be guilty of wilful disobedience 
of orders, or other misconduct, she may be dismissed by her 
master; and if dismissed for a justifiable cause, she is not en- 
titled to wages for the time during which she served. See 
Turner v. Robinson, 6 C. & P. 15. 

Misconduct would, I look upon it, be as much a breach of 
contract as absence against express orders, as the servant not 
only contracts to serve during the specified time, but during that 
period to obey her master’s orders, and conduct herself with 
propriety.—Your obedient servant, B. T. 

April 5, 1858. 





To the Editor of Tur Soricrrors’ Journat & Revorter. 
Sm,—If your correspondent, “A Subscriber,” refers to 
Chitty, jun., on Contracts, sixth edition, 1857, by Jobn A. 
Russell, page 509, he will, [ think, find the information he re- 
quires.— Yours obediently, ANOTHER SUBSCRIBER. 





To the Editor of Tux Soxicrrors’ JournaL & Reporter. 

A Subscriber is wrong in supposing that a servant discharged 
for misconduct can claim wages up to the time of dismissal, Her 
claim in such a case is of course nil; a fortiori where she absents 
herself from service, against her master's express orders, \n 
cach case there is a breach of her contract to serve faithfully, 
but, in the latter, the breach is the natural and inevitable result 
of her own act. For authorities, see 2 Smith’s L.C. 4th ed, 
p. 33; and Smith's Master and Servant (1852), chap. iii., "0 


cases there cited. , 2 





To the Editor of the Souictvons’ Jounwa, & RePortTer. 

Sin,—In reply to the letter of “A Subscriber” in last week's 
Journal, I beg leave to call his attention to the following cases, 
which I think are in ig ate gl vy. Mason, Me M. i 116 
—Beetson vy, Collyer, 4 Bing, 313, per Gaselee, J.—Fawoelt v.. 
Cash, 5 B.& Ad, 908,900, : 
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I submit it is quite clear, that if a servant be engaged by the 
year, and paid quarterly, she is entitled to her wages for any 
quarter that has expired ; but if she absents herself from her 
employment without leave before the expiration of a quarter or 
term, she is liable to the loss of the whole of that quarter's 
salary, as nothing can be due till the quarter or term has 
expired, and by her own act she has dissolved the contract.— 
Your very obedient servant, J. A.A. 

April 9, 1858. 





ABOLITION OF FINES & RECOVERIES ACT. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 
$1r,—I beg to inform your correspondent, “ A Subscriber,” 
that a perpetual commissioner cannot exercise his office beyond 
the limits of his jurisdiction; but provided the acknowledgment 
be taken within the limits of the commissioner's jurisdiction, it 
is immaterial whether the woman reside within such jurisdic- 
tion or not, aud whether or not the property is situate therein. 
—Your obedient servant, B. T 
April 5, 1858. 
PLATE-GLASS WINDOWS. 
To the Editor of THe Soxicrrors’ JouRNAL & REPORTER. 
$rr,—I shall be much obliged if you, or any of your readers, 
would inform me whether the current opinion is law, that a 
person whose plate-glass window has been negligently broken 
can only recover the value of a common pane. As, probably, 
the case has often been considered in the county courts, per- 
haps, I may be favoured with some particulars of the decisions. 
—I am, Sir, yours obediently, 





April, 1858. SUBSCRIBER. 
- — ——-— . = 
Cambridge flindle Class 
Examinations. 


The following regulations for the year 1858 have been issued 
by the Vice-Chancellor of Cambridge, concerning the exami- 
nation of students who are not members of the University. 


There will be two examinations, commencing on Tuesday, 
December 14, 1858; one for students who are under sixteen 
years of age, and the other for students who are under eighteen 
years of age. Students will be examined in such places as the 
syndics appointed by the University may determine. After 
each examination the names of the students wha pass with 
credit will be placed alphabetically in three honour classes, and 
the names of those who pass to the satisfaction of the examiners, 
yet not so as to deserve honours, will be placed alphabetically 
in a fourth class. After the name of every student will be 
added his place of residence, and the school (if any) from which 
he comes to attend the examination. In determining the classes 
account will be taken of every part of the examination; but no 


_ credit will be given for knowledge in any subject, unless the 


student shows enough to satisfy the examiners in that subject. 
Regard will be paid to the handwriting and spelling throughout 
the examinations. The students who pass with credit, or satisfy 
the examiners, will also be entitled to receive certificates to 
that effect. Every certificate will specify the subjects in which 
the student has passed with credit, or satisfied the examiners, 
and the class in which his name is placed. Everyone admitted 
to examination will be required to pay a fee of twenty shillings. 


EXAMINATION OF STUDENTS WHO ARE UNDER EIGHTEEN 
Years OF AGE. 


Students must be under eighteen years of age on the day when 
the examination begins. 


Part [—PRELIMINARY. 

Every student will ke required to satisfy the examiners in, 
1, Reading aloud a passage from some standard English poet. 
2. Writing from dictation. 3. Analysis of English sentences 
and parsing. 4, Writing a short English composition. 5. The 
principles and practice of arithmetic. 6, Geography. Every 
student will be required to answer questions on the subject, and 
to draw from memory an outline map of some country in 
Europe, showing the boundary lines, the chief’ ranges of moun- 


tains, the chief’ rivers, and the chief towns. 7. The outlines of 


English history; that is, the succession of sovereigns, the chief 
events, and some account of the leading mon in each reign, 
Parr IT, 
The examination will comprise the subjects mentioned in the 
following eight sections; and every student will be required to 











satisfy the examiners in three at least of the sections marked 
A, B, C, D, E, F; or in two of them, and in one of the sections 
marked G, H; but no one will be examined in more than five. 
Section A must be taken by every student, unless his parents 
or guardians object to his examination in that section. 

Section A. 

Relig,ious knowledge—The examination will consist of ques- 
tions in 1. The Historical Scriptures of the Old Testament to 
the death of Solomon. The Gospel of St. Luke and the Acts 
of the Apostles; credit will be given for a knowledge of the 
original Greek. 2. The Morning and Evening Services in the 
Book of Common Prayer; and the Apostles’ Creed. 3. Paley’s 
“Hore Pauline.” Every student who is examined in this 
section will be required to satisfy the examiners in the 
subject marked 1, and in one at least of the subjects marked 
2 and 3. 

Section B, 


1. English History, from the battle of Bosworth-field to the 
Restoration; and the outlines of English literature during the 
same period. 2. Shakspeare’s “Julius Caesar” (Craik’s 
edition). 3. The outlines of Political Economy and English 
Law. ‘The examination will not extend beyond the subjects 
treated of in the first book of Smith’s “Wealth of Nations,” 
and the first volume of “ Blackstone’s Commentaries.” 4. Phy- 
sical, political, and commercial geography. A fair knowledge 
of one of these four divisions will enable a student to pass in 
this section. 

SEcTION C. 

1. Latin—Passages will be given from Livy, Book XXI, 
and Horace, “ Odes,” Book IIL, for translation into English, 
with questions on the historical and geographical allusions, and 
on grammar. Also passages for translation from some other 
Latin authors; and a passage of English for translation into 
Latin. 

2. Greek—Passages will be given from the “ Olynthiacs” of 
Demosthenes, and the “ Alcestis ” of Euripides, for translation 
into English, with questions on the historical and geographical 
allusions, and on grammar. Also passages for translation from 
some other Greek authors. 

8. French—Passages will be given from La Bruyére’s 
“ Characters,” and Moliére’s “ Misantrope,” for translation into 
English, with questions on grammar. Also passages from some 
other French authors for translation into English; and a passage 
of English for translation into French. 

4. Gcerman—Passages will be given from Schiller’s “ History 
of the Revolt of the Netherlands,” and Goethe's “ Hermann 
and Dorothea,” for translation into English, with questions on 
the historical and geographical allusions, and on 5 
Also passages from some other German authors for translation 
into English; and a passage of English for translation into 
German. A fair knowledge of one of these four languages will 
enable a student to pass in this section. 





Section D. 

Every student who is examined in this section will be required 
to satisfy the examiners in Euclid, Books L, IL, UL, I'V., VL, and 
XI. to Prop. 21, inclusive; arithmetic and algebra. Questions 
will also be set in the following suhjects:—Plane trigonometry, 
including land surveying ; the simpler properties of the conic 
sections. ‘The elementary parts of statics, including the equili- 
brium of forces acting in one plane, the laws of friction, the 
conditions of stable and unstable equilibrium, and the principle 
of virtual velocities. The elementary parts of dynamics 
namely, the doctrines of uniform and uniformly accelerated 
motion, of projectiles and collision. The elements of mechanism. 
The elementary parts of hydrostatics—namely, the pressure of 
elastic and inelastic fluids, specific gravities, floating bodies, and 
the construction and use of the more simple instruments and 
machines, ‘The elementary parts of optics—namely, the laws 
of reflection and refraction of rays at plane and spherical sar- 
faces (not including aberrations), lenses, the phenomena of 
vision, the eye, microscopes, and telescopes. The elementary 
parts of astronomy, so far as they are necessary for the expla- 
nation of the more simple phenomena, together with descriptions 
of the essential instruments of an observatory ; and nautical 
astgonomy, ‘ 
Srerion E, 

1, Chemistry —Questions will be set on the frots and general 
principles of chemical scionce. There will also be a practical 
examination in the elements of analysis. 

2. The experimental laws and elementary principles of heat, 
magnetism, and electricity. 

















490 THE SOLICITOR’S JOURNAL& REPORTER. Apniz 10, 1858. 












3. The elementary principles of physical opties according to 
the undulatory theory, and acoustics, with descriptions of the 
fundamental experiments. A fair knowledge of inorganic 
chemistry, or of one of the divisions 2 & 3, will enable a stu- 
dent to pass in this section. 

Section F. 

1, Comparative Anatomy and Animal Physiology—The ex- 
amination will be confined to the active and passive organs of 
lecametion, 

. Botany, and the clements of vegetable physiology. 

. Phy sical geography and geology. 

Explanations of geological terms will be required, and simple 
questions set respecting ~ stratified and unstratified rocks, the 
modes of their formation, and organic remains. A fair know- 
ledge of one of these three divisions, including a practical 
acquaintance with specimens, will cuable a student to pass in 
this section. : 

Section G. 

Drawing from the flat, from models, from memory, and in 
perspective; and drawing of plans, sections, and elevations. 
De-ign in pen and ink, and in colour. A fair degree of skill in 
free-hand drawing will be required, 1, in order that a student may 
pass in this section. Questions also will be set on the history 
and principles of the arts of design. 


Section H. 

The grammar of music. The history and principles of 
musical composition. A knowledge of the elements of 
thorough-bass will be required, iu order that a student may 
} ass in this section. 


Local committees, wishing to have examinations held in their 
several districts, may obtain all necessary information from the 
Vice -Chi ancellor of the university. 

Aprlications on behalf of students desiring to b2 examined 
at Cambridge must be made on or before November 1, 1858. 

Applications frem local committees for examinatious to be 
held in their districts must be made on or before October 1, and 
the probable number of students to be examined must be then 
stated. ‘The names of such students. must be sent to the 
Vice-Chan:ellor on or before November 1, 1858, together with 
statements of the subjects in which they will offer themselves 
for examination. 

The fees for all students must be paid on or before Nouember 
1, 1858. 

a 


Court Papers, 


Queen's Bench. 
ENLARGED RULES.—Easrex Team, 1458. 
To First Day of Term. 
In the matter cf Henry Charles Trenchard & John Seppings Harrison, 
Gents., two, 
In the matter of ‘ee Thurnall, Gent., one, &c. 
Varker ¢. Barker. 
In the matter of the Arbitration betwecn John Norgate, and Edwin 
Thowas Gskle ¥, & Join Oakley 
Wright & Another ¢. Cooper. 
in the matter of Thomas Daniels, Gent., one, &e. 
in the matter of Arbitration between Charlies Roberts & Mary Eberhardt. 
in the matter of Joly Sargent, Gent., one, ke. 
The Queen c. The Port Talbot Company. 
‘the (queen +, The Metropolitan Board of Works. 
The (uecn oc. The Lewisham District Board of Works, &. 


To Last Day but one of Term, 
The Queen ¢. The Guardians of the City of London Union, 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Yor Jupement. 
Sp. Case. tenon & Wife v. Backhouse. 





> Wallzs rv. Same. 
in Loigelall ¢. Sane. 
aa Vobinuson 1. Saane. 
” Theicpeon r. Same, 
” Kichacon ¢. Bilis. 
For Auctuenr, 
lem. Chamberiaine, Wiloughby, & Avother, stands for arrange- 
ment, 
” The Times Life Assurance & Guarentee Company v. The 





National Aliiange Acourance Company, 
” The Marquis of Normandy & Others rc. The British Guarantee 
Association, Staid by injunction, 
tp. Came, Biddulph v, Lees & Others 


iran, Simeridun v, The Phanix Lite Assurance Company. 
se Voter & Antther v. Tue Darwen Waterworks & Beservolr 
Campeny. 
hhoncrta 0. 


Cart, Lag, ¢. tAringer. 





Dem. Young v. Bennett. 
” Sloper v. Bassett. 
Sp. Case. Waddington & Others v. The Guardians of the City of London 





Union. 
Dem. Whitfield & Others v. The South Eastern Railwa: Compan: 
ey Carr v. Duncan & Wife. r 
at Grant v. Rowland, P. 0., &c. 
Sp. Case. Holderness & Another v. Bohthink. 
Dem. Holderness & Another v. Bohthink. 


NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
For JUDGMENT. 
London. Prince of Wales Life & Educational Assurance Company »- 
Hi Official Manager. 
For ARGUMENT. 
Easter Term, 1857. 
Northum. Heald v. Pickersgill. Stands over. 
Michaelmas Term, 1857. 
Middlesex. Justice v. Elstob. 
Hilary Term, 1858, 
Middlesex. Ormond v. Holland & Another, 


° Hall v. Taylor. 

hy Thomas v. Foxwell. 

a Clarke v. Dixon. 

* Williams v. Boodle. 

” Lewis v. Levy. 

- Tidman v. Elstob. 
London. Greenhaigh rv. Dinn. 

be Baker v. Dudgeon. 

mo Westlake & Another v. Magniac & Others. 

us Farina v. Silverlock. 

a Hall v. Wright. 

ae Preston v. Feeke. 


pe Elkins v. Murphy. 
Liverpool. Bennett & Another v. Ireland. 


Tried during Term. 
Middlesex. Ockenden v. Henley. 
D 


-§ *Espowrrin v. Green. 
* Baynton v. Smith. 
pel Hemmings & Another v, Gasson. 


» Salmons v. Adams, 
London. Nokes v. Michael. 


__— 


Common Pleas. 
ENLARGED RULES.—Easter Term, 1858. 
To the First Day of Term. 
In the matter of the Complaint of Thomas May v. The Eastern Counties 
tailway Company. 
In the matter of John Atkinson, Gent., one, &c. 
Craske, Administrator, v. Smith & Another. 
To the Fifth Day of Term. 
In the matter of the Complaint of Nicholson, jun., & Another ». The 
Great Western Railway Company. (Master to Report.) 

Until Application in Chancery disposed of. 
In the matter of John Nutt v. The Midland Railway Company. 

To Fourth Day of Term next after Trial, 
Slipper v. Back. 
Lrwin v. Back. 

Until Chancery Proceedings disposed of. 

Walter & Ux. 7. Whitaker. 

Until Judgment given in House of Lords. 
Broadbent v. The Imperial Gas Light & Coke Company. 

Until Application in Exchequer disposed of. 
Walker v. Bartlett. 

NEW TRIALS. 
Moved in Michaelmas Term, $57. 


Chester. Highfield & Others v. Massey & Others (in ejectment). To 
stand over till Egerton & Ux, v, Massey & Others in Error 
is disposed of. ; 
Surrey. Patent Bottle Envelope Company v. Seyner & Another, Jan. 
20, partly heard, 
London. Berwick ov. Horstall. ; 
Moved in Hilary Term Last, ( 
Middlesex. Dendy v. Nicoll. 
London. Parker v. lbbetson. ‘ 


Middlesex. Wheeler v. Gray. 

pa Hammond v, Seale & Others. 
London. Nickens & Others v. Stone. 
Middlesex, Collins v. Sales, 

pa Greenough 0, Kecles & Others, 
London. Hughes v. Poole (on alfidavits), 
Middiesex, Jupp ce. Cowdery, 





” Sunth v, Linds. ¥ 
STANDING Yor JUDGMENT, 
Kempton ¢. Theobald, P 


Reynolds o, Harris, bd 
Dunston v. Paterson. ‘To stand over till Craske v. Smith has 


















been argued, D 
sheridan v, The New Quay Company, 
DEMURKER PAPER, i 
Thurwlay, \oth April seccceererecenns 
hive Al end eee sees (Motions in arrest of ’ 
v1 pebeovereroreree Judgment, 
Mewday, 19th 7 eeeeeeeebeneenee u 
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SPECIAL ARGUMENTS. 
Wednesday, April 21. 


Co. Ct. Ap. ._Drury, Appellant; Baldry, Respondent. To stand over to see 
if case amended. 


end 
In the matter of the Arbitration between Newall and Messrs. 
Elliot & Glass. 
Boyd & Another v. Robins & Another. To stand over till 
Warburgh v. Tucker in Error from Q. B. is disposed of. 
Gilkes v. Leonino, 
Baylis v. Le Gros & Others. 
Board of Works for Wandsworth District, Appellant; Kilsby, 


Respondent. 
The Rotherham & Kimberworth Local Board of Health, 
Appellants; .The Yorkshire Tire and Axle Company, 


Gardner, ‘Appellant ; Whitford, Respondent. 


Saturday, April 24. 
Peacock, Appellant; The Queen, Respondent. 
. Waithman & Another, Appellants; Getliffe, Respondent. 
Willis & Others v. De Castro, 
Metcalfe & Another v. The London & Brighton South Coast 
Railway Company. 
Tear v. Freebody. 
Hutchinson & Another v. Guion & Others. 


Wednesday, April 28. 


Ca. on Awd. 
Ca. by Ord. 
Ca. Ni. Pri. 
Ap. fr. Mag. 


a 
— 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS, 
ANDREWS—On Mar. 30, at Bagshot, the wife of Thomas Andrews, Esq., 
df iter. 


Solicitor, of a daugh 

BRODRICK—On April 5, at Dalston-rise, the wife of Thomas Brodrick, 
Esq., of the Duchy of Cornwall Office, Buckingham-gate, St. James's, 
Solicitor, of a daughter, 

CARPENTER—On April 5, at 1 Sutherland-gardens, Maida-vale, the wife 
of A. B. ter, Esq., of a son. 

FFOULKES—On Mar, 22, at Stanley-place, Chester, the wife of William 
Wynne Ffoulkes, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

JAMES—On April 3, the wife of Edward Wallwyn James, Esq., of Ely- 
place, London, of a son. 

SMITH—On April 4, at 7 Highgate-rise, the wife of Thomas Smith, Esq., of 
a daughter. 





MARRIAGES. 
BLACKBURN—SKELTON—On April 8, at the parish church, Clifton, near 
Bristol, by the Rev. William W. Gibbon, D'Arcy Stanfield,:second son of 
John Blackburn, Esq., Solicitor, and Coroner for the Borough of Leeds, 
to Margaret Annetta Smithson, only daughter of John Skelton, Esq., of 
Broom-hill, Moore Allerton, near Leeds. 
GORDON—FOSKETT—On Mar. 16, at Walcot church, Bath, by the Rev. 
R. Gordon, M.A., John Gordon, Esq., one of the Masters of the Court of 
eldest daughter of the late Henry Foskett, 


Common Pleas, to Maria Jane, 
., Captain 15th Hussars. 
HICKLEY—NORTH—On hg 6, by the Rev. Charles Lushi » Vicar 
of Walton, Thomas Allen Hickley, Esq., of King’s Bench-walk, Temple, 


to Laura, second daughter of the Rev. William North, of Walton 


~oOn- 
Thames. 

JACKSON—NEWBON—On Jan. 23, at St. James’s church, Sydney, N.S, W., 
H. R. Jackson, son of the late Captain R. Jackson, Bengal Service, to 
Elizabeth Maria, second daughter of Henry Newbon, Esq., Solicitor, Syd- 
ney, formerly of London and Gravesend. 

TURNER—TURNER—On Easter Tuesday, at Banwell, Somerset, by the 
Rev. John Vane, M.A., chaplain to the Queen and rector of Wrington, 
Edmond Robert Turner, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, second 
son of the t Hon. Lord Justice Turner, to Mary Louisa Blackley 
Turner, second daughter of the Rev. W. H. Turner, vicar of Banwell, and 
granddaughter of the late Very Rev. Joseph Turner, D.D., Dean of Nor- 
wich, and Master of Pembroke-hall, Cambridge. 


DEATHS. 

BAYFORD—On April 2, at West Brompton, Francis Heseltine, the infant 
son of James Heseltine Bayford, Esq., aged seven months. 
FOULKES—On Mar. 28, at 7 Stanley-place, Chester, Elizabeth Benedicta, 
wife of William Wynne Ffoulkes, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 

KELLY—On April 4, at Oxney-green-house, Writtle, Essex, aged 72, Gor- 
don William Kelly, Esq., ter-at-Law, and late Recorder of Col- 


chester. 
LOXLEY—On April 2, at Fendley-house, Northchurch, Herts, Thomas 
Arnold Loxley, Esq., aged 40 years, 
ORIEL—On Good Fri Charles Henry, the infant and only son of Charles 
and Oriel, of A’ a Bedford-sqnarc, 
TOULMIN—On Mar. 31, at erville, Kent, aged eight years and eight 
months, Margaret Susanna, the eldest child of S. 5, Toulmin, Esq., of 
Doughty-street, and New-square, ‘s-inn, 


—_—_——<>—- 
Guclaimed Stock in the Bank of Kugland. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Mouths -— 

Cavcrarr, Carusaine, Spinster, Malvern Wells, £1,806 Consols.—Claimed 
by Joun Hares Cavcrart, Esq, sole executor of Right Hon. Jon Cat- 
cRaArT, her sole executor, 

Deane, Cuar.es, Esq,, of St. John's College, Oxford, £82 : 19 ; 8 Consols.—- 
Claimed by CHaRnEs Deane, 


RL, Gent., Gloucester-terrace, Regent's-park, and THomas 
gee a td 13: 11 Consola.--Claimed by Mary 
7 x of Tuomas Groner Housiex, who 

was the survivor, 


Piper, Sreruen, jun., Farmer, Newmarket, Cambridgeshire, £1,576 : 14: 7 
—Claimed by SrerHEen 


Consols. Prrsr. 

Popz, James, d . Vicar of Great bagerren ge Mer his 
trustee, Toomas Bioopworta, Gent., of same place, t4:11 
Reduced.—Claimed by CaaRies Bioopwortn, Land Agent, Kimbolton, 


the person named in the order of the Court of Chancery. 

Sister, Ham, Victualler, £1,900 Consols.—Cilaimed by Mary 
JANE SiBLEY, widow, sole executrix. 

Summons, WitiiaM, Esq., Rednell, near Northfield, Birmingham, Joux 
Simmons, Esq.. King’s-! near , and Danie Davies, 
Solicitor, Warwick-street, Golden-square, £96 : 14 : 6 Reduced.—Claimed 
by Joun Summons and Dantet Davies, the survivors. 

Watsu, Sir Joun Benn, Bart., Harley-street, Cavendish-square, and James 
Barnett, Banker, Lombard-street, £1,666 : 13 : 4 Consols—Claimed by 
Cuaries James Barnett, surviving executor of James Bagwett, who 


was the survivor. 
—_————_ 


Heir at Raw and Wert of Hin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 

De ta Morre, Perer, Gent., late of Weymouth, and of the parish of St. 
Bartholomew (who died oy ety 1814). De ta Motte v. De la 
Motte, M.R. Last Day for A il 26. 

StoRMONT, Miss Sanan, Dundee, deceased. Her grand nephews, William 
Stormont Young, Stoneentter, some time at Irvingstone, county Ferma- 
nagh, Ireland, and of Carland, near Du county Tyrene, Ireland, 
and Douglas Johnston Young, his brother, who was at one time a soldier 
in the Scotch Fusilier Guards, and afterwards was in Rotterdam, in Hol- 
land, or their descendants, to apply to D. and J. S. Mitchell, Solicitors, 


Honey Market. 


CITY, Friar Eveyrxe. 

The English funds continue dull and depressed. Operations 
during the week have been on a very limited scale, resulting in 
a decline in the price of Consols of about } per cent. The 
closing price this afternoon is, for money, 96% per cent. In 
the new India Loan there has been some degree of activity, 
and a small advance in the quotation. The demand for money 
has slightly increased. Exportation of specie to America is 
resumed, and evidence thereby afforded of a disposition to 
invest in that quarter. There are other symptoms of reviving 
activity in trade. The Bank rate of discount remains without 
alteration, notwithstanding the fresh arrivals of gold from Aus- 
tralia are considerable, 

From the Bank: of England return for the week ending the 
7th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£20,045,340, being an increase of £738,315; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £18,311,398, showing a decrease 
of £422,417, when compared with the return of the 24th ult. 

The monthly account of the Bank of France, made 
up to yesterday, shows an increase of above £900,000 in 
the amount of bank notes in circulation, manifesting an en- 
largement of commercial operations; but on the other hand, 
the amount of bills discounted is considerably reduced. Sinee 
the turn of the year, the stock of bullion has shown an increase 
every month. It now is reported to amount to over £15,000,000. 
Great stagnation in trade is universally remarked, and is attri- 
buted to distrust in the measures and in the stability of the 
present Government, and to the supposed probability of a 
rupture of amicable relations with England. This feeling is 
reciprocated here, and is believed to be in some measure the 
cause of the backwardness to engage in commercial under- 
takings so generally manifested. 

The proceedings of the London and North-Western Railway 
Directors have received the approbation of a meeting of share- 
holders, held at Manchester, on Wednesday last; and as this 
meeting supports the directors in their ination not to 
assent to the suggestions of the deputation, to whom these im- 
portant railway disputes were referred, the competition for traffic 
at ruinous rates is not ended. The deputation stated that 
nothing which they proposed was intended to interfere with the 
North-Western Company's rights in Parliament, or in the 
courts; but the North-Western directors answer that they are 
advised that any agreement on their part to limit the exercise 
of the company's legal rights would aa, their cause, both 
in the courts and before Parliament. Nevertheless, they 
pose that ruinously low rates and fares be discontinued, The 
Joint committee of the Great Northern and the Sheffield Rail- 


way Companies reply that 





~~ orth-Western directors is 
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be dealt with at ence, as proposed by the deputation, and 
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the new litigation as to the agreement of 1854 be referred to 
Sir Richard Bethell and Mr. Roundell Palmer, or their umpire, 





as also proposed by the deputation. 
— 
Railway Storck. 
Rattways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.| Fri. 





Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..| .. ae ee ee s 69 
Bristol and Exeter ....| .. yy ee is ae Aa 
Caledonian............| «+ [86% 3 4/864 % 6/86 5} 6) 85 4 3/85 3 
Chester and Holyhead..| .. oe ve e 
East Anglian .......+.+) «+ 165 3 oe 17 re 
Eastern Counties ......| .- -|58§ $ 3) 583 584 | 58: 
Eastern Union ‘A. Stock.) .. ee oo ee ee os 
Ditto B. Stock ....| .. os os es 
Soe Rencotige) +=. oe oe 2 87 os 87 
nburgh WW] oe os 62 63 62 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee oe ae oo oe oo se 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. 89 oe as me wn 
Great Northern ......| «. 102 2} 1023 3] 102} ns 102 } 
Ditto A. Stock ....| .. oe ee ee 88 eo 
Ditto B. Stock ....) .. $e 12 ee 126 bet 
Rou & Naw. (Ire.)| .. sti's 7 99, sei 78 ia 994 
weat Western .......+| +» os 57. 57; 
mw. . eng team éo . "Ealeri” an : "1 vt t 
neashi Yorkshire} .. 8 8. 7 a8 87 
Lon. Brighton & S. Coast} .. hi 1 t 1 i 
London & North-Wstrn..| .. {94 4 tele 43 ote Po i 4 oat f 
92 92, 


ian‘Sha'C ls: [tf . 
See rea). PAIS SLL pet 


North British ........| .. 514 2 | 51g 2 aH aa ah! 





North-Eastern (Brwck.)} .. 914 903/914 1 3/91 914 1 
= eg eet patie a ti $ 47} 
ee. WET EES ee 3 34 4 7 73h 4) 7 
ether s(t oe | a mA 
Oxford, Worc. & Wolver. ae 31 ae =e ~ 30 
Scottish Central ......) .. es on ee os ab 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.| .. me 3h .- | 274 68 27 68 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.| .. oe se ae ee ne 


:; | 69h | 693 | 70 | 698 4 | oof 8 


oe *e o- ee - oe. 





























Vale of Neath ........| .. ee cee a * a 
= 
English sunds. 
| Fri. 


| 
Enciisn Funps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. 


i .. {221 x alan 204! 220 
Fs es 954 x d | 
oa STA 
° ao 95% x dig 9: 





Bank Stock ........:. 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann... 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...) 
New 3 per Cent. Ann...| 
New 34 per Cent. Ann. ./ 
5 per Cent. Annuities ..; . 
ioe Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, 


220 


9! 
95 


o* oe 


1860 
Do. 30 years(exp.Cet. 10, 
be, 30 é ne s ee ve a oe 


De, 30 ) pang (exp. Apr. 5, 


| 
Si adiobes ip aes ss “ff oe . ee Wa 
| 
| 
| 
| 


-. | 98k [9ek'§ 3]96h 8) 988 
18sl6sp| ..  |20si6sp|22s18sp| 17s p 








15s19sp| 20s p | 16s p [21s 2s p| 17s p 
Exch. Bills (£1000) Mar. 35s 9sp| 39s p | 35s p| .. a 
June... Pp |35s8s pi37s5sp) .. 388 p 





June : lgas98p| :. | 37sp | a5sp] .. 
Exch. ils mal) a ite 39s p eo res 
Ditto June, .. ([3885sp) .. 348 7s p| 30% p 35s p 
“Do. (Advertised) ....' .. ve cae se 


xeh. Bonds, 1858, 34 
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Ensurance Companies, 


Equity and Law......ccccccccveccccsvcceccecece 
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London and Provincial Law....... 


Medical, Legal, and General,...... seees 
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London | Gazettes. 


Commissioner to administer @aths in Chancery. 
Fripay, April 9, 1858. 
Hawker, Tuomas, Gent., of Devonport, in the county of Devon.—Mar. 26. 


Bankrupts, 
Fripay, April 2, 1858. 


BUNTON, Joun, Hotel Keeper, King’s Lynn, Norfolk. Com. Fane: April 
13 and May 14, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Cannan. Sol. Plimsaul, 
7 South-sq., Gray’ s-inn. Pet. Mar. 30 

GOLDEN, James Witiiam, Card Maker, Brighouse, Yorkshire. Com. 
Ayrton: April 19 and May 11, at 11.30; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. 

. Higham & Chambers, Brighouse ; or Bond & Barwick, 


HARRISON, W ILLIAM, "& GroncEe TaYtor, Maltsters, Hadlow, Kent. Com. 
Fonblanque : April 15, at 1; and May 14,at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
——. Sols, Reed, Langford, & Marsden, 59 Friday-st., Cheapside. 

et. Mar. 24, 

INCE, Jounn (Ince & Son), Apothecary, 3 Wilton-st., Grosvenor-pl. Com. 
Evans: April 15, at 11; and May 20, at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Bell. Sols. Laurance, Plews, & Boyer, Old Jewry-chambers. et. for 
Arrngt. Jan. 20. 

JAMES, Cuartes, & Henry Jonn Evans, Coopers and Basket Makers, 
Beer-lane, London, and Bermondsey-st., Surrey. Com. Goulburn: April 
14, at 1; and May 17, at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. 
Butler, jun., 191 Tooley-st., Southwark. Pet. Mar. 30. 

MORRIS, Epwarp Wenster, Printer, Oxford. Com. Holroyd: April 16, at 
2.30; and May 14, at 1; Basinghail-st. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Ravenor, 5 
Raymond-buildings, Gray’ s-inn. Pet. April 1. 

MORRISON, Tuomas, Coal Merchant, Rhyl, Flintshire. Com. Stevenson: 
April 16 and. May 13, at 12; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Bird. Sols, Evans & 
Son, Liverpool; or Williams, Rhyl. Pet. Mar. 29. 

PHILLIPS, Jonx, Wood Turner. Bridge-st. West, Summer-lane, Birming- 
ham. Com. Balguy: April 14 and May 5, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. 
Whitmore. Sot. Chesshire, Birmingham. ‘Adjudn. Mar. 31. 

RICHARDSON, Cap FisueR, late of Church-st., Stoke Newington, Vic- 
tualler, now of 8 Mildmay-villas, Stoke Newington, out of business. Com. 
Fonblanque: April 15, at 12; and May 14, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass.Graham. Sols. Tate & Dodd, 32 Bucklersbury. Pet. Mar. 31. 

SEATON, Henry, Woollen Draper, Chelmsford, Essex. Com. Holroyd: 
April 16, at 2; and May 14, at mae Sig mg ces Of. Ass. Edwards. 
Sol. Clapham, 25, Bucklersbury. Mar. 31. 

SHINGLER, EDWARD, Boot and Shoe 2 meters Damingham, Com. Balguy: 
April 19 and May 10, at 10.30; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. 
Reece, Birmingham. Pet. Mar. 30 

SYRED, James, Nursery Aetna and Florist, Monson Nursery, North-st., 
Red-hill, Reigate. Com. Goulburn: April 14, at 2; and May 17, at 1; 
- apeeteonr Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Tucker, New City-chambers, 

Bishopsgate-st. et. Mar. 31, 

WHITE, Georcg, sen., Tailor, 14 Eagle-terr., Victoria Dock-rd., Plaistow, 
Essex. Com. Fane: April 13 and May 14, ‘at 11.30; Basinghall-st. of. 
Ass. Cannan. Sol. Moss, 15 Fish-st.-hill, Gracechurch-st. Pet. Mar. 23. 

WILKINS, Henry Rosert, Draper, Westbromwich, Staffordshire. Com. 

Balguy: April 15 and May 8, at 11.30; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. 

ted Bayley, Westbromwich ; or James & Knight, Birmingham. Pet. 
ar. 30. 

YOUNG, Witttam Weston, Josern Weston Youne, & GeorGe Youne, 
Millers, Neath, Glamorganshire. Com. Ayrton: April 16 and May 17, 
at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Acraman. Sols, Savory, Clark, Fussell, & 
Prichard A at Bristol; or Brittan & Sons, ‘Albion-chambers, Bristol. 

et. Mar. 30. 


, 


TuEspaY, April 6, 1858, 

BENNETT, Gzonrce, Outfitter, 100 Whitechapel. Com. Holroyd: April 
19,at2; and May 14, at 1; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Atkin- 
son, 70 Old Jewry. Pet, for arrgnt, Mar. 9. 

CRAVEN, Toomas Piummer, Painter, Scarborough. Com. Ayrton: April 
20 & May 11, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. 
Donner & Woodall, Scarborough; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Jet. 


April 3. 

DOVE, Tuomas, Chemist & Druggist, Clay Cross, North Wingfield, Derby- 
shire. Com. West. April 17, and May 29, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. 
Of. Ass. Brewin. Sols. Clayton, Chesterfield; or Smith & Burdekin, 
Sheffield. Pet. Mar. 29. 

FROST, Roxsert, Stationer, Teignmouth, Devon. Com. Bere: April 14 
and May 13, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. Stogdon, 
Exeter. Pet, April 3. 

MORRIS, Henry, Iron Merchant, Park-lane, Tipton, Staffordshire. Com. 
Balguy: April 19 ard May 10, at 10; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Whit- 
ye ey Hodgson & A'len, Birmingham; or Warmington, Dudley. 

et 

PHENIX, Cuartes, Common Brewer, Ruabon, Denbighshire. Com. 
Perry: April 20 and May 10, at 11; Liverpool. Og. Ass. Morgan. Sols. 
reed & Son, Commeree-ct., Liverpool ; or Rymer, Wrexham. et. 

pril 3. 

POWELL, Joun, & Tuomas Powett, Awl Blade Makers, Birmingham 
(Thomas Allarton & Powell). Com. Balguy: April 17 and May 6, at 
11.30; Birmingham. y 4 Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Harrison & Wood, 
Birmingham. Pet, Mar 

WICKS, Jacos, Broker, Sinaloa, Bristol. Com. Ayrton: April 19, at 12; 
and May 17, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass, Miller, Sols, Leman & Humphrys, 
Bristol. Pet, Apri i 3. 

WILLATT, Joux, THomas Wittiams, & Richarp WiLLiaMs, Earthenware 
Manufacturers, Hanley, Stoke-upon-Trent, Staffordshire. Com. Balguy: 
April 17 and moe fe) at 11,20; Birminghame (ff. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
Harrison 1, Birmingham. Pet, April 3. 


Fripay, April 9, 1858, 
BAXTER, Josrrn, WitutAM Tuornton, & Joser Gattoway, Manufac- 
turers, turers, residing at ee epygy near Bradford, Yorkshire, and carrying on 


Commnereieltiden, bas . West: April 22 and May 28, at ets 
alin. OF Off. Ass. Young. . Sols.’ Taylor, Bradford ; 


pay mera Albion-st., a Pet. Mar. 31. 













fan ut 


Bri 


phi ete tcchpkceke ae RE 








Aprit 10, 1858. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


493 








April 21, at 11.30; and May 21, at 12, We. gun . Ass. Whit- 
more. Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 Pet. Mar. 25. 
DE Aygo THOMAS roped Currier ad by Seller, 7 Clifton-rd., 


lohn’s-wood, now or lately in copartnership with Thomas De Vear, 
iu tidee Leicester-sq. om. Fane: April 21, at 12; and May 21, at 
12.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Bartholomew “& Ran- 
dall, 3 Gray’ Teen . s-inn. Pet. Mar. 24. 

DEVEREUX, Tuo! HERBERT, Tailor, Stockton, Durham. Com. Elli- 
son: April 20 an) May 20, at 1; Royal-arcade, "Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Of. Ass. Baker, Sols. yy Manchester ; or Hodge & Harle, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Pet. Mar. 26 

DILLON, Caries JAMEs, Bookseller, 12 Delamere-cresc., Upper West- 
bourne-terr., Middlesex, and of the Lyceum Theatre, Strand, 
Lessee and Manager of the said Theatre, and Bookseller. Com. Evans: 
April 23, at 11; and May 27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Bell. 
Sols. Nicholls & Clarke, Cook’s-court, Lincoln’ s-inn. Pet. April 8. 

DUNK, Rosert, Grocer, Uxbridge. Com. Evans: April 20, at 12.30; and 
May 20, at 1; Basinghall-st. Og’. Ass. Bell. Sols. Laurance, Smith, & 
Fawdon, 12 Bread-st., London. Pet. April 1. 

FOX, Georeg, Tronmonger, Kew- ,» Kew. Com. Fane: April 21, at 
11.30 ; and May 21, at 11; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Cannan. Sol. 
Harris, 34 a Moorgate-st. Pet. April 7. 

HARRISON, Joun, Licensed Victualler, 126 Dale-st., Liverpool. Com. 
Perry: April 27 and May 12, at 12; Liverpool. Or ae Cazenove. Sol. 
Aspinall, 9 Union-ct., Castle-st. 9 Liverpool. Pet. 

IVENS, WItLiaM SPENCER, Hay and Corn Dealer, ao , Leicestershire. 
Com. Balguy: April 20 and May 11, at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. 
Of. Ass. Harris. Sols. Deacon Taylor, Peterborough ; or James & 
Knight, Birmingham. Pet. Mar. 27. 

JACKSON, Peres, & James Vaisstere, Brace, Belt, and Garter Manufac- 
turer, 76 Aldermanbury. Com. Holroyd: April 19, at 2.30; and May 
18, at2; Basinghall-st. Og’. Ass. Edwards, Sol. Mardon, 99° Newgate- 
st. Pet, Mar, 27. 

LESLIE, Rosert, ee 19 Abchurch-lane (Cheape & Leslie). Com. 
Goulburn: April 22 and May 24, at 11; Basinghall-st. Qf. Ass. Nichol- 
& Sols. Sole, Turner, & Tarner, 68 68 Aldermanbury, London. Pet. 

ar. 25. 

LILLEY, Joun, & Wittiam Henry Litter, Mahogany Manufacturers, 
Wood Wharf, West India Docks. Com. Evans: April 20, at 1; and May 
20, at 2, Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Johnson, Sols. J. & W. Sheffield, 68 
Old Broad-st. Pet. April 7. 

MILLINGEN, Caartes, Umbrella and Parasol Manufacturer, 22 Fore-st. 
Com. Goulburn: April 26, at 11; and May 17, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 
pues Ass. Pennell. Sol. Wickens, 4 "Tokenhouse-y: ard. Pet. April 7. 

LES, Wittiam Skirp, & Jexemian Wurre, Carpenters and Builders, 
ioe Dereham, Norfolk. Com. Fonblanque: April 24, at 11; and Ma 
21, at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Sole, ‘rurner; 
—, 68 Aldermanbury; or Miller, Son, & Bugg, Norwich. Pet, 

ar. 2 

PELHAM, Georce Browne, Builder, 11 Albert-st., Camden-town. Com, 
Fane; April 21, at 2; and May 21, at 12; hall-st. Off. Ass. 
Cannan. Sol. Oldershaw, 14 St. Swithin’s-lane. Pet. April 1. 

PERRY, Henry Witt1aMm, Builder, Exmouth, Devon. Com. Bere: April 
14 and May 13, at 11; ae He SNOT Of. Ass. Hirtzel. Sol. Stog- 
don, Exeter. Pet. April 

SANSOM, James, Grocer, eit Com. Balguy : April r! and May 


13, at 11.30; Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. James & Knight, 
Birm ham. Pet. April 1. 
STEPHENSON, James, Timber Merchant, Hartlepool, and West Hartle- 


pool, Durham. Com. Ellison : April 20, at 11; and May 20, at 12; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. Sol. Brignal, Durham. 


Pet, Mar. 30. 

TISOE, WIM CuarteEs, Plumber, Hertford (Tisoe & Son). 
royd: ga 22, at 2.30; and May 18,at1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
Edwards. Sol. "armstrong, 5 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st. Pet. 


ril 7. 
TOWNSEND, Joun, Auctioneer, Greenwich. Com. Fane: April 21, at 
11; and May 21, at 1; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. George 
5 Sise-lane. Pet. Mar. 29. 
WATT, ELIZABETH, Stationer, Birmingham. Com. Balguy: April 21 and 
May 17, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Linklaters & 
Hackwood, 7 Walbrook ; or Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. Pet. April 6. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED 
Fawway, April 2, 1858. 
Les, James Densy, & James Crasrree, Machine Makers, Windhill, Cal- 
verley, Yorkshire.—Mar. 30. 
Nicuois, Witttam, Worsted Spinner, Wilsden, Yorkshire.—Mar. 30. 
Fripay, April 9, 1858. 
Barvron, Jonn, Corn Factor, Hereford. April 7. 


MEETINGS, 
Faway, April. 2, 1858. 


Batty, James, Merchant, Wood-st., Cheapside. 
hall-st, Com. Fane. 

ILLIAM, - and Edge Tool Manufacturer, Greta Forge, Kes- 
Cumberland. First Div, April 28, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 


Com. Hol- 


Div. April 24, at 12 


Bowes, 
wick, 
upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison 

Boyp, Francis, Grocer, ‘Tynemouth. Final Div. April 27, at 12; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Broptg, Epwarp BENJAMIN, Cooper and Ale Merchant, Cooperage, Argyle- 
st., King’s-cross. Last ex, (by adj. from Mar. 19) April 16, at 12; Basing. 
hall-st, Com. Fonblanque. 


» GEorcE Joun, Rope Manufacturer, Hartlepool, Durham. Div. 
April 26, at 12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- Com. po 
ex, 


Brown, HENRY, Ship Owner, Washington-ter., North Shields. 
a Jngr* ng 19) 9) Apri 20, at 12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 


Domanae, Wag tpt vole 47 Moorgate-st. Div. April 27, at 12; Ba- 


st. Com, “dl. 
“— Tuomas (Thos. Bull & Co.), Vinegar Merchant, 38 St. Mary Axe. 


Div. April 23, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 


Burr, Tuomas, . Sussex. Div. April 24, at 12 
Basinghall-st. . Fane. ntact mena 
Cuapwicx, Benzamin, Chronometer and Watch Maker, Liverpool. Div. 


Cattox, Wixson, Ship Builder, Bishopwearmouth, Durham. Last Bx.(by 
adj. = Mar. 11) April 21, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Com ison. 


Coorer, Wituiam Earnsaaw, & Davin ——* Tallow Chandlers, Man- 
chester, also of Mottram, Second Div. April 26, at 12; Man- 
chester. . Jemmett. 

Cream, Rosert CHevaLiier, Apothecary, Rushall, Wilts. Div. April 29, 
at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill. 

eo "JouN Bene! & Tuomas Henry Gorcn, Bankers, Tanners, &ec., 

and Rowell, Northam , also of 43 Long-acre, Middle- 
po surviving 


Last ex, (by 
adj. from Mar. 23) 
Harrison, Witi1aM, Ship 
— April 20, ‘at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 


Huts, JonatHan, & Rosert Hits, Bankers, High-st., Gravesend, and 
High-st., Dartford (Jonathan. Hills & Son). Last Ex. (by adj. from 
Feb. 9) ‘April 13, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

— WiLtraM LEIGH, Tea ler, Salisbury, Wilts. Div. April 24, at 

hall-st. Com. Fonblanque 

Pt James, jun., Builder, 3 Campden-hill, Kensington. Div. April 23, 
at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com, Fane 

Kraxep, ‘LancELor, Iron Ship Builder, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Last Ex. 
(by adj. from Mar. 18) April 21, at 11 ; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Com Ellison. 

LACKERSTEEN, AuGustUs ALEXANDER, & Witt1aM Hamitton Crake, Mer- 
chants, 9 Moorgate-st. Div. April 23, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fane. 

LANGDALE, Sampson, sen., & Sampson LANGDALE, jun., Steckton-upon- 
Tees, Durham, and of Yarm, Yorkshire. Final Div. joint est., and sep. 
est. of S. Langdale, jun., April 28, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Com. Com. Ellison. 

Lemere, Henry Beprorp, Draper, 3 he og: Notting-hill. Div. April 
27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Hol 

Mocarra, SaMuzt, Merchant, Liverpool. Scenes on business in co-part- 
nership with Isaac Lindo Mocatta, at se ag as 8S. & I. ee | 
and at Laguayra, Venezuela (as Mocatta & Co.) Div. of est. of 
each, April 23, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. 

Nicnors, Hittxyarp, Corn Merchant, Bedford. Div. April 24, at 11.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Pearson, THomas, Ironmonger, 18 & 19 Calthorpe-pl., Gray’s-inn-road, 
residing at Acton House, Acton. Div. April 30, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Holroyd. 

Prupuor, Rosert, Grocer, Durham. coe Div. April 27, at 12; Royal- 
arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. E! 

Ricwarps, GEoRGE Apo Grocer, iestainedss Last Ex. (by adj. 
from Mar. 5), A’ 13, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fon 

SimonD, FRaNcts teat, Merchant, 4 Cullum-st. (Cuylits, Simond, & Co.) 
Div. April 24, at 11; ‘Basinghall-st. Com. —. 

Tozer, Y, Tin Plate Worker, 3 Dean-st., 3 Cranbourne-st., 
Leicester-sq. Last ex (by adj. from Mar. 12) ape Aa Basinghall- 


st. Com. Fonblanque. 
WELLER, WILLIAM, » Church-st., Woolwich. Last Ex. (by adj. 
from Mar. 19) ‘April 14, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 
Woopatt, GEORGE, Grocer, Carlisle. Final Div. April 27, at 1. Com. 


Ellison. 
TuesDaY, April 6, 1858. 

BaLpwin, Epwarp, Printer and oven | Proprietor, Shoe-lane. Div. 
April 27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Eva 

—_— RoBERt, Hatter, Liverpool. Div. April 28, at 11; Liverpool. Com. 

Perry. 

CuLLemorEe, Wittiam, Draper, 1 Upper bat = ig Euston-sq. Div. 
April 29, at 1.30; hall-st.. Com. Goul 

DEacon, Davin, Butcher, Kilburn. Div. April 29, a at 12 .30 ; Basinghall-st. 


Com, Goulburn. 
FLemtnG, THomas, Merchant, Liverpool. Div. April 29, at 11;.Liverpool. 
Com. Stevenson. 


FRESHWATER, James (Freshwater & Co.), Tea Dealer, 44 Poultry. Div. 

April 30, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

HALNsworts, pores pm Brewer, Liverpool. Div. April 28, at 

12; Live Com. 

Horner, THOMAS, House ae: 15 Hart-st., Bloomsbury. Div. April 

29, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn 

Heats 4 Jone, Merchant, ne Durham. Div. April 29, at 12; Basing- 

=f mn. 

HurHeRsaL, JOnN, Chemical Manure Manufacturer, Altrincham, Cheshire. 

Div. April 29, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

Jones, Joun, Glass and Earthenware Dealer, 90 Tottenham-court-rd, Die. 

April 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane 

Lagce, Joun, Coach Maker, Great Queen-st., Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Div. 

April 30, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

M‘Donaxp, Joun Campsett, Li & ANDREW Tuompson HongTMAN 

Datzte, Liverpool, Wine and Spirit Merchants. Div, April 29, at 11; 

Liverpool. Stevenson. 

M‘Lgean, Ropert, & James M‘LeaN, Builders, Hulme, Manchester. Div. 

April 29, at 12, Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

Manks, Joun, Coach Maker, Bell-st., Paddington, and Long-acre, also of 

Victoria-st., North Meitbourne, Australia. Div. April 30, at 11.30; Ba- 

singhall-st.. Com. Fane. 

MARSHALL, — Underwriter, Angel-ct. Div. April 30, at 11; Basinghall- 

st. Com. Fane. 

Noste, Rossrt, Dentist, Whitby, Yorkshire. ast Er. April 20, at 11; 

Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com, Ayrton. 

Suaw, THomas Groner, & Josern Lane (T. G. Shaw & Co.), Wine Mer- 
chants, 55 Old Broad-st., and of Town-hall-bidgs., Manchester. 7b take 

rine Md Debt by T. E. Marsiand, April 22, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. 

rm. 
Tyter, WittiaM, Printer, Bolt-ct., Fleet-st. Div. April 27, at 11; Ba- 
siaghall-st. Com. Evans. 


- Fripar, April 9, 1858. 


ARNOLD, Henry, & Henry Joun Annotp, Cheese Factors, Uttoxeter, 
Statfordshire. Div. May 3, at 10.30; Birmingham. Com. 
ee ee a First Div. May 3, 


ws. Com. Jemmett. 
WIN, Gzoncr, Woollen Merchant, Manchester. Second Div. April 30, 








Com. Skirrow. 
mien, Ovattuon’’ @ dixes tiheny Gund’ Wanchanaiy edinlitenag anda 
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market. Pr/. Dts. against sep. est. of O. King, April 20, at 12; Basing- 


hall-st. Com. 
M‘Ciean, James, & TERENCE M‘Cxean, Wine, Last. (by a and Beer Merchants, 
Skinner-st., Snow: adam Reade . from Mar. 19), 
April 20, at 2; Basing! st. Com. F 
Pearce, Samvet, Oilman, 116 Minories. Last “ioe te April 21, at 2; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. ‘Goulburn. 
Rotts, ALFRED oo & Lewd Umbrella and Parasol Manufacturer, 
44 aged og . April 30, at 2; -st. Com. Holroyd. 
ARLES 


Svextine, Joszrn, jun., Hop and Provision Dealer, Birmingham. Choice 
of Assignee, a Wigley, April 22, at 11.30; Birming- 
guy. 


DIVIDENDS. 
Fripar, April 2, 1858. 


Beater, Ricuarp R., & Davip Beaxey, Shirt and Stock ere 
Manchester. First, 2s. 9¢. Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester 
any Tuesday, 10 to 1. 

Brapssaw, James, & Aaxon Cottixsox, Cotton Manufacturers, Burnley. 

3s. 6fd. Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 
10 to 1. 

Carr, Jonny, & THomas Larwter, Coke Burners, Jarrow. Second, Is. 6d. 
(in addition to 2s. 10d. previously rt ig Baker, Royal-arcade, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Cuotr, Davip, Miller, Kimberworth. First, 3s. 10d, Brewin, 11 St. 
James’s-st., Sheffield ; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

CouPLaND, WiLttam, & WiLtiAm Borrerrretp Corton, Merchants, Liver- 
pool. Sixth » gid. Cazenove, 11 Eldon-chambers, South John-st., Liver- 
pool; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

Dauror, SamusL, Dantet Daron, & AtFrep Darton, Ironmasters, Ches- 
ter. First, 3}d. Cazenove, 11 Eldon-chambers, South John-street, 
Liverpool; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

Davies, James, Currier, Newport. Second, 24d. (together with the First 
of 5s. on new weet). Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any 
Wednesday, 11 to 1 

Doran, Joun, Banker, Hunter House, Durham. First and final, 1s. 4}d. 
Baker, Royal-areade, *Neweastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Dowie, Witiiam Lirriesonn, Tailor, Market-st., Manchester. Second, 2d, 
Pott, 7 Charlotte-st., Manchester; any Tuesiay, 11 to |. 

Jounson, JosEpH, jun., Estate Agent, Liverpool. Virst, 4s. 3d. Cazenove, 11 
Eldon-chambers, South John-st., Liverpool; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

Lace, Josnua Fuetoner, & Leonanp Appison. Third, 84d. joint est., and 
further Div. 11d. sep. est. J. F. Lace; and Second, Qs. S4d., sep. est. L. 
Addison. seri: 10 Cook-st. , Liverpool any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

LaMBERT, Mins Liverpool. First, 3s. 6d. Turner, 53 South John- 
st., Liverpool ; fron ee i to 2. 

Lewis, Tuomas, Linen Draper, Nantwich, Cheshire. First, 3s. Turner, 
53 South John-st., Liverpool; any Wednesday, Ll to 2, 

M‘Kay, Tuomas Corupert, & Joun M'Kay, Hosiers, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
First, 3s, 10d. on proofs since Oct. 9. Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

M'Manus, Terence Bettew, Commission Agent, Liverpool. First, 7d. 
Cazenove, 11 Eldon-chambers, South John-st., Liverpool ; any Thursday, 
Li to 2. 

Marruews, Tuomas, & Joun Matruews, Turnscrew Manufacturer, Shef- 
- Tt 4s. 3d. Brewin, 11 St. James’s-st., Sheffield; any Tues- 

y, 11 to 2. 

Owen, Joun, & Joun MatHew Gutcn, Bankers, Worcester. First, 5s., 
joint est. ; and First, 2s. 6d., sep. est. ei Owen; and First, 20s., sep. est. 
of J. M. Guteh. Whitmore, 19 ‘emple- st. , Birmingham ; any Friday, ll 


to 3. 

soto James, Brickmaker, Monks nhall, Cheshire. First, 5d. Caze- 
nove, 11 Eldon-chambers, South ohn-st., Liverpool; any Thursday, 
1h to 2, 

RICHARDS, Joun, Draper, Aberystwith. Div. 10d, Miller, 19 St. Augus- 
tine’s-parade, Bristol; any a ae af ll tol. 

— _— Bank. “Third, 2s. Lee, 20 Aidiaieeniiledey, City ; April 7, 
ll to 2. 

Rorrer, Lea erage Saw pry se on First, ls. Brewin, 11 
St. James’s-st., Sheffield ; any Tuesday, 1 

Snoarp, Joun, stiller, Bristol. ” Die, 2s. 11d. Timer, 19 St. Augustine’s- 

Bristol; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Sira, Marruew, Steel Manufacturer, Sheffield. First, on new proofs 
only, 2s, Brewin, 11 St. James’s-st-, Sheffield ; any 4 
Sreepine, THomas, Rope Manufacturer, Sunderland. First, 8$¢. Baker, 

~arcade, Mewenstie- hee Sem any carrey eet to 3. 

Tatsorr, Ebenezer (of firm of Talbott & vag Pot founders, Gyaney. 

we, ie Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, 
to 

Veircn, ANDREW, Music Seller, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Baker, Royal- 
areade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Wick, Joun, Electro Plater, Sheffield. 2s. 95d. Brewin, 11 St. 

st., Sheffield ; any Tuesday, 1] to 2. 

Worsersroon, Matuew, & Josern Rvceres Watrorp, Merchants, 

Liverpool. First, 21d. Cazenove, 11 Eldon-chambers, South John-st., 


Liverpool; any Thursday, 1] to 2. 
TuEspaY, April 6, 1858. 


Bittsox, Joun Wiiaiam, Bookseller, Leicester. First, 2s. 4d. Harriss 
a “leameneatee Nottingham; April 5, or three following Mondays, 11 


a. ne Henry Groner, Timber Merchant, os cag New-road, 
Second, 4d. Mieholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Lake, WILLIAM, Tailor, Banbury. First, 6s. 8d. Nicholson, 24 Basinghall- 
st. ; any Tuesday, ll to2, 

LANGLANDS, Nataan, Grocer, Dartford. First, 4s. 7d. Nicholson, 24 Ba- 
singhall-st. ; any ——? ll te 2. 

ee » Drury-lane. First, 5s, 5d. Nicholson, 24 Ba-~ 

3 any Tuesday, Li to 2, 
Pi mtn JOHN 


Taee, Joun James, Innkeeper, Bear Hotel, Reading. First, 7s. 6d. Nichol- 
son, 24 Basinghall-st. ; any binamy | 11 to 2. 

Wuutrs, CHARLES Henry, Chinaman & Glass Dealer, ere. First, 
2s, 3d. Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 


Fripay, April 9, 1858. 

MELRosE, James, & Tuomas Epwarp Hussey, Cable Makers, 78 Hatton- ‘ 
garden, and the Phcenix Works, Tividale, near Dudley. First, 1s. 5d, 
Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; any Monday, 11 to to 3. 

Wit1am Tuomas, Draper, Great Driffield and Bridlington. 
First, 9s. 5d. Carrick, Ss ee Hall; ay Ly eer ll to 2. 
Wiiiam, & AsHer Prior, Ironmongers, Tonbridge-pl., New-rd. 
First, 2s. 6d. Edwards, 22 Basinghall-st.; Wednesday next,.aud three 
subsequent Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 
Rows, Tuomas, & Joun Watrer Trenery, Ironmongers, Lincoln. 


6s. % Carrick, y-st.-chambers, Hull; any Oy hg,” 1] to2. 
Suaw, Epwarp, Draper, Kingston-upon- -Hull. First, 6s. Carrick, Quay- 
st.-chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 


Topp, pees Mappison, Merchant, 28 Clement's-lane, Lombard-st. 
Third, 3s. Edwards, 22 Basinghall-st.; Wednesday next, and three 
po non bien Wednesdays: 11 to 2. 

Wuite, Tuomas Georce, Lace Warehouseman, 55 Aldermanbury. First, 
ls. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; any Monday, 11 to 3. 

Woop, James, Cheese Factor, Shudehill, Manchester. First, 5s, 9d. Fraser, 
45 George-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 1l tol. 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, untess Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Faiway, April 2, 1858. 


Banas, Tuomas, Maltster, Cotwell End, Sedgley, Staffordshire. May 3, at 
10; Birmingham. 

Burrorp, JouN, & JaMEs Tuompson, Ironmasters, Bradley Hall Iron Works, 
Bilston (Bradley Hall Iron Company). May 1, at 10; Birmingham 

Camm, Grorce, Grocer, Sheffield. April 24, at 10; Council- hall, Sheffield. 

CHANDLER, JAMES, sen., Brewer, Epsom, Surrey. "April 23, at 11; Basing- 
hall-st. 

Cocksnorr, Epmunp, & Joun Cocksnorr, Worsted Manufacturers, Friz-’ 
inghall Mill, Bradford, Yorkshire. April 23, at 11; Leeds. 

CRANE, Henry, Ironfonnder & Factor, Wolverhampton. April 30, at 10; 


Birmingham. 

DransFIELD, Lewis, Rope Maker, Leeds. May 4, at 11; Commercial- 
bldgs., Leeds. 

Dutston, Joun, Grocer, Wolverhampton. May 3, at 10; Birmingham. 

Epwarps, THomas, Ironfounder, Grosvenor-st., Birmingham. April 30, 
at 10; Birmingham. 

E.uis, Jou, Joiner, Liverpool. April 29, at 11; Live’ a 

Exxis, THomas, Steel Manufacturer, Heeley Tilt, Sheffield. April 24, at 
10; Council- hall, $ Sheffield. 

Exxey, Cuar.es, Corn Factor, Wakefield. April 23, at 11; Leeds. 

Hampson, BENJAMIN, Stationer, Manchester. April 26, at 12; Manchester. 

HeagnsHaw, Pavt, Coal Merchant, Sheffield. April 24, at 10 ; Council- 
hall, Sheffield. 

HorsFatL, Tuomas, & Joun HorsFatt, Machine Makers, Shipley, York- 
shire. April 23, at 11; Leeds. 

LancasHing, GEORGE, Silk Manufacturer, Castle Donnington, Leicester- 

. May 18, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 

Lone, OLIVER, Manufacturer and Dealer ‘e Patented Articles, 58 King 
William-st. April 26,at 1; Basinghall-st. 

papers, WiuiiaM, Worsted Spinner, Bradford, Yorkshire. April 23, at 

PILKINGTON, Coane, © Tuomas PrtkineTon, Joiners’ Tool and Brace 
Bit Manufacturer, Sheffield. April 24, at 10; Council-hall, Sheffield. 

RENNISON, JosEPH, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Huddersfield. "May 3, at 12; 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

Bogponte a Ship Broker, Peckham, Surrey, late of Liverpool. April 

, at. 

WARsurTON, GEORGE, ’ Jonn Osmesner, Silk Brokers, Manchester. 
April 23, at 11; Manchester. 

by =~ iv yan Millwright, Albion Works, Oxford. April 26, at 1.30; 

’ st 

Wao JOHN Samvet, Commission Agent, Leeds. May 4, at 12; Com- 
mercial-bldgs., Leeds. 

TuEsDaY, April 6, 1858. 

BaYiey, Samvet, Maltster, Burnt Tree, Tipton, Staffordshire. April 30, at 
10; Birmingham. 

Brapsury, JAMES, om Lindley, Huddersfield. April 27, at 11.30; 
Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. 

Burp, ep Calico Printer, Radcliffe, Manchester. April 27, at 12; Man- 
cheste! 

CaRNE, Pinsaes Inctis, Merchant, 10 Mark-lane, and Lower Tulse-hill, 
Surrey. April 28, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Som. ~ ‘nee Boot and Shoe Maker, Liverpool. April 27, at 11; 

verpool. 
a ee Innkeeper, Halifax. May 11, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., 


Dean, Geonce, Naples and Sardinian Cord Manufacturer, Nottingham. 
May 4, at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham. 

Ets, Freperic, Chemist, Hatherieigh, April 28, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. 

GLENNIE, ALEXANDER, Sewed Muslin Warehouseman, 9, Friday-st., Cheap- 
side. April 28, ro 12.30; Basinghall-stree' 

Peete maine be Basinghall: ae 

’ “st. 

GREENWOOD, Joun, Chemist and Druggist, Dewsbi Yorkshire. May ll, 
at 12; Commercial-bidgs.. 4 

Halton, ‘BENJAMIN, Tooten taken Dukinfield, Cheshire. April 27, at 12; 
Manchester. 


= Lzien, Tea Dealer, Salisbury. april 28, at 1.30; Ba- 
- 51 
teen, Cinanare Licensed Victualler, Horseley-heath, Tipton, Staffordshire. 
April 30, at 10; Birmingham. 
RGAN, JOSEPH, Ironmonger, Garn-Vach, near Nanty-Glo, Monmouth- 
a ” April 27, at 11; Bristol. 
Nicaorsex, Josava, Butcher, , Hexham, Northumberland. April 27, at 


11.30 Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 
PAULy, sean hashempan, Mieiehiane Samael April 28, at.12; Queen< 
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Pavirr, Witttiam, & ey Pavert, 30 Alfred-st., Bow-rd., & Georce 
Pavitt, of Middleton-rd 
business at 247 Wapping, and 


-rd., rtners, and carrying on 
and 2 Mark-lane, ers. April 29, at 2; Ba- 


‘ARD Commission Agent, 22 Penlington-pl., Her- 
cules-bldgs. ., Lambeth. April 27, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
TyLen, WILLIAM, Printer, Bolt-court, Fleet-st. April 27, at 11; Basing- 


hall-st. 
Warre, Witttam, Farmer, Tintinhull, Somersetshire. April 28, at 11; 


Queene Set Exeter. 
Warns, Geonce, Baker, Portsea, Hants. April 28, at 1; Basinghall-st. 


Farmar, April 9, 1858. 


ALLEN, ba sah Corn - Flour Dealer, Oldbury, Worcestershire. April 30, 
at 10; 

Bartow, SAMUEL, aw, Sheffield. May 1, at 10; Council-hall, Shef- 
field. 


Brookes, WittiaM Hewny, Mineral Merchant; Wolverhampton. April 30, 
at 10; Birmingham. 

BUTCHER, James, Builder, 117 Waterloo-rd. April 30, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Burcuer, James, Licensed Tieton, Three Cranes Public House, Hack- 
ney. April 30, at 1; Basinghall-st 

Hu, BENJAMIN, Licensed Victualler, Wolverhampton. May 3, at 10; 
Birmingham. 

Lams, THomas, Grocer, Manchester. May 7, at 12; Manchester. 

Lawrence, Maria, Tailor, 184 Lambeth-walk, Lambeth. April 30, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 

Norton, James, Silkk Dyer, Macclesfield, May 3, at 12; Manchester. 

Riey, Isaac, Joiner, Datchall, Burslem, Staffordshire. April 30, at 10 ; 


Birmingham 
ROLLING, THOMAS, Cattle Dealer, Palterton, Derbyshire. May 1, at 10; 
Council-hall, Sheffield. 


To be DELIVERED, unless ArPEAL be duly entered. 
Frmay, April 2, 1858. 


Brown, Joun Hunter, Rope Manufacturer, er 
class ; subject to suspension until Mar. 31, 
CaRTER, Henry, Tailor, Worthing. Mar. He. = class. 
and Innkeeper, Dovercourt, Essex. 


ass. 

Cooke, Rowert, Hatter, Liverpool. Mar. 24, lst class. 

CREDLAND, James, Builder, Hulme, Lancashire. Mar. 26, 3rd class. . 

Epser, James, Builder, 36 ‘Vincent-square, Middlesex. Mar. 26, Ist class. 

Gestine, Epwanp, Carpenter, 57 Praed-st., Paddington. Mar. 30, 2nd 
class ; "to be suspended for 3 mos. from that date. 

Horton, Epwarp, Grocer, Well-st., South Hackney. Mar. 26, 2nd class; 
to be suspended for 3 mos. from that da y. 

Siesane. Cr Cuanrtes, Builder, 17 Queen’s-road, Haverstock-hill, Middlesex. 
Mar. 26, 3rd class. 

donna, Wintiax, Gas Fitter, 196 Pentonville-rd., Pentonville, and ll & 
12 -st., Regent-st. Mar, 26, 3rd class. 

a a Witt1aM ALListon, Carpenter, 914 Long-lane. Mar. 26, Ist 


Lwcas, Joun, Chemist and ym we N 86 td Cheapside. 
2nd class ; to be suspended for that da ay. 
M'CaRTNEY, aad Provision fh dang South Shields. Mar. 26, 2nd 
nsion until Mar. 26, 1859. 
Nenen CHARLEs, HN MARLOW Mosier, News Agents, 16 Catherine- 
st., Strand. Mar. 29, 3rd class: to be suspended for 6 mos. from that 


day. 
Peanson, Taomas, Ironmonger, 18 & 19 Calthorpe-pl., Gray’s-inn-rd., 
at Acton House, Acton, Middlesex. Mar. 25, 3rd class ; to be 
for 6 mos. from that date, 
Stcnet, Gustavus, Merchant, 27 New Broad-st. 
suspended for 12 mos, from Mar. 22. 
Sturety, Titomas, Ston 


Mar. 39, 3rd 


Mar. 


Mar. 26, 


Mar. 22, 2nd class, to be 


i¢ Mason and Builder, Sheerness. Mar. 25, 3rd 
class ; to be suspended until Sept. 25. 

WATKINsoN, Witi1aM Matcoim, & Henny Fow.er Dickins, Woolstaplers, 
Kidderminster. Mar. 26, 3rd "class, 


TuespaY, April 6, 1858. 
er. LEonaRD Fiintorr, Chemist & Druggist, Manchester. 


Ph Joux, & Sypvex Drnz, Builders, don. Mar. 31, 2nd class. 
, JOSEPH, EDWARD Eecxes, & Atexanper Ecctes, ‘Cotton Brokers, 
Liverpool. Mar. 29, 2nd class; to Edward Eccles and Alexander 


Evwrs, Wittiam Jexrn, Grocer, Dartford. Mar. 31, 3rd class. 

— Tonexer, Merchant, St. Mary-at-Hill, Little Tower-st, Mar. 29, 3rd 
to be for 6 mos. from Feb. 28. 

Psd AN eeg eee Kilburn. Mar. 13, 2nd class. 

HaxnaFoxp, Toomas Browne, Slate Merchant, Trevalga Wharf, Ratcliff- 
cross. Mar. 31, 3rd class; to be suspended for 9 mos. from Nov. 10, 1857. 
LD, WILtiam, Butcher, Bury St. Edmunds. Mar. 31, 3rd class. 

Lapsrook, Exista, Wheel Sins ores Areiteh, Essex, Mar. 30, 2nd class. 
Nunn, Martin, 259 Regent-circus, Oxford-st., and at Scar- 
» under style of Nunn & Co, 
pended d for 12 mos. 
, Builder, 3 College-terr., Finchley-rd., St. John’s-wood. 
Mar. 30, na class. 
Viatov, Isaac Richarpson, Builder, 37 Fish-st.-hill, and Richmond-rd., 
Hackney. Mar. 31, Ist class. 
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Cuoar, James, Tailor, 14 st. Mar. 9, 2nd class. 
iow. See, Marine Store = 21 B y-wall, Bermondsey. 


Atexanpex, Corn and Ship Broker, Liverpool. April 1, ist 
Wanr, J b 
rr rene anh Maker, Postford Mills, Chilworth, near Guildford 
Assiguments for Beneht of Creditors. 
Friar, April 2, 1858. 
Bums, Joseru, Draper, Putney, Surrey. Mar. 8, {rustees, W. White, 


Mar. 25, 


Mar. 29, 3rd class; to be sus- 








jun., Warehouseman, Cheapside; R. W. Tuck, Draper, Knightsbridge. 
‘Sols. Ashurst, Son, & Morris, 6 Old Jewry. 

PHILLPoT, EpwIn, Draper, Newnham, Gloucestershire. Mar. 8. 
W. 0. Bigg, Tobacco Manufacturer, Bristol ; E. Bretherton, 
Merchant, Gloucester; J. Shut, Wholesale Grocer, Bristol. Sols. 
Abbot, Lucas, & Leonard, Bristol. 

PouLanD. Epwarp HENnx,. Tailor, Bridgewater, Somersetshire. Mar.9. 
Trustees, W. Hathway, Warehouseman, Bristol; G. $. Hockey, Clothier, 

» Bristol. Sol. Wood, 19 Clare-st., Bristol. 

Ricuarps, Epwarp, Draper, Liverpool. Mar. 5. Trustees, F. eG 
Warehouseman, Manchester ; J. Richards, Farmer, Lower-hill, My 
near Welshpool. Soils. Sale, W orthington, & Shipman, Manchester. 

Woop, Tuomas, Grocer, Maidford and Daventry, Northamptonshire. . 
Trustee, W. W. Coleman, Grocer, Banbury. Creditors fo execute before’ 
April 23. Sol. Looker, Banbury. 


Trustees, 
Provision 


Tvespax, April 6, 1858. 

Exnsmert, Peter, Grocer, Shrewsbury. Mar. 22. Zrustees, C. Wilkes, 
Grocer, Shrewsbury ; G. Harries, Accountant, Shrewsbury. o/s. C, & 
8. Craig, Crescent, Shrewsbury. 

GaLLtoway, THomas, Dealer in Provisions, Newcastle-upon-Tyn. 
15. Trustee, J. Ridley, Provision Merchant, Newcastie-upon- lyne. 
Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Hatt, Witttam Tuomas, Civil Engineer, Milathorpe, Yorkshire. Mar. 10. 
Trustees, H. W. Blackburn, Accountant, Bradford; G. Potter, Banker, 
Waketield. Sol. Picksiay, Wakefield. 

Hoeues, Tuomas Epwanp, Draper, Aberystwith, Cardiganshire, 

W. Allen, Merchant, Manchester. Sols. Sale, 
Shipman, 64 Fountain-st., Manchester. 

Jessop, Wit1AM, Grocer, Brettel-lane, uear Siourbridge. 
tees, W. Wade, Grocer, 49 High-st., Camden-town; J. Salter, Auc- 
tioneer, 34, Chapel-pl., Kentish-town. Creditors to exeeute befor2 July 
1, Sol. Dod, 10 John-st., Oxford-st. 

Lawranck, Thomas Broap, Grocer, Kingston-upen-Thames. Mar. 15. 
Trustees, H. Constable, Wholesale Grocer, Great Tower-st. ; E. Eagleton, 
jun., Wholesaie Grocer, Newgate-st. Sols. Hill & Mathews, Saint Mary 
Axe. 

Morean, Evan, Draper, Tonyreffail, Glamorganshire. 
W. Linton, Warehouseman, bristol. Sol. Henderson, 50 Broad-st., Bristel. 

Turner, Rosert, Bookseller, 121 St. James’s-st., Brighton. Mar 20, 
Trustee, F. Warne, Publisher, 2 Faringden-st. Creditors to execute on 
or before Sept. 30. Sol. Froom, 35 Lincoln’s-inn-tields. 

Warraker, Joun, Woollen Manufacturer, Batley, Yorkshire. Mar. 17. 
Trustee, J. Day, Rag Dealer, Batiey, who has paid a composition to the 
creditors. Sol. Chadwick, Dewsbury. 

Wit, Dante., Innkeeper, Oldham, Lancashire. Mar. 1. Zrustees,J. Lees, 
Brewer, Tonge; I. Park, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Preston. So/. 
Ascroft, Curzon-st., Oldham. 


Mar. 
Sol, 


Mar. 16. 
Worthinzton, & 


Mar, 31. Trus- 


Mar. 6. Trustee, 
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Axsprews, Rosert Reeve, Corn Dealer, Braintree, Essex. Mar. 18. 
Trustees, J. B. Rickards, Merchant, Maldon; T. Raven, Brewer, Wethers- 
field. Creditors to execute before June 19. Sols. Craig & Rankin, 
Braintree. 

Arcuer, Ricnarp C#arzes, Baker, Farnborough rd., 
ampton. Mar. 31. 
W. Kingham, Grocer, Farnham. 

BuMer, JamMison, & Epwin Witson, Woollen Drapers, Leeds. 
Trustees, T. M. Atkinson, & J. Gibb, Merchants, Manchester ; 
ker, Merchant, Hudderstield. 
Sols. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Cooxr, Groner, Gent., Northampton. Feb. 10. Trustees, A. Lovell, 
Farmer, Mears Ashby, Northampton; G. Mayor, Draper, Buckingham ; 
R. Mayor, Grocer, Northampton. Creditors to execute before April |. 
Sol, Fell, Northampton. 

Hatey, Jonas, & Tuomas Haney, Machine Makers, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. 
Mar. 24. Trustees, L. A. Shepherd & W. Bagshaw, Ironfounders, Dews- 
bury; S. Inghum, Timber Merchant,, Leeds. Sols. Scholes & Son, 
Dewsbury. - 

Noonan, Peter, Bookseller, Liverpool. Mar. 19. Trustee, M. Car- 
michael, Accountant, 20 Prescot-st., Liverpool. Creditors to execute 
before May 20. Sol. Teebay, 22 North John-st., Liverpool. 

Nortu, Cuantss, Draper, Worthing. Mar. 20. Trustees, J. T. Stuttard, 
Warehouseman, Wood-st.; KR. Milburn, Warehouseman, Newgute-st. 
Sols, Mason & Sturt, Gresham-st. 

Oxett, Prrer, Licensed Victualler, Salford, Lancashire, Mar.19. Trus- 
tee, J. Williamson, Wine and Spirit Merchant, Liverpool, residing at 
Whitefield House, Warbrick Moor, Walton. Creditors to execute before 
May 20, Sol. Teebay, 22 North John-si., Liverpool. 

Paine, Samvet, Innkeeper, Leicester. Mar. 22. Trustees, J. Sheffield, 
Gent., Leicester ; W. West, Fishmonger, Leicestér. Creditors to exeente 
before May 23. Soi. Ilawker, Leicester. 

Parns, James, Currier, Castle-st., Northampton. Mar. 25. Trustees, 

lV, Patient, Leather Merchant, Bermondsey New-rd.; C. Cooke, 
Butcher, Northampton. Sol. Dennis, Northampton. 

Herpie, Epwin, Miller, Keynston Mills, Dorset. Trustees, J. Talbot, 
Draper, Weymouth, and Melcombe Regis ; T. E. Dowden, Farmer, Roke 
Farm, Bere Regis. Creditors to exeeute before June 12. Sols. Mantield 
& Andrews, Dorchester. 

Hurptr, Hexry, Grocer, Yeovil, Somersetshire. Mar. 15. Trustee, 
J. Hartley, Wholesale Tea Deale r, Dorchester; H. Hurdle, Cheese 
Dealer, Yeovil. Creditors to execute before Aprii 20. Sol. Watts, 
Yeovil. 

Ruppocr, ——s Tea, Coffee, and Spice Merchant, Bristol. Mar. 10. 

Peek, Merchant, 20 Eastcheap; A. Steains, Tea Mer- 
chant, i4 iatue Tower-st. ; S. Bennett, Tea Merchant, Bath. Creditors 
to execute before May il. Sols. Henderson, 50 Broad-st., Bristol ; or 
Lawrence, 12 Bread-st., Cheapside. 4 

SoLovon, aoe! he Clothier, Hastings. Mar. 2. Trustees, T. E. Smith, 
Wholesale Clo thier, Houndsditch ; J. lowell, Builder, Hastings. Soi. 
Spyer, 30 Broad-st. *pldg s. 


Farnborough, South- 
Trustees, W. Simmonds, Miller, Farnham, Surrey ; 
Sols. Nichols & Potter, Farnham. 
Mar. 29, 
J. Whita- 
Creditors to execute before June 30. 
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Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Fray, April 2, 1858. 

Beciencer, W11AM memes Sugar Broker, late of Beaumont-sq., Mile- 
end (who died in 857). Re Bellenger's estate, Gale v. Prentice, 
M. R. Ca et Prey, April 29. 

Bonp, Wit1aM, Contractor, Ashton-upon-Ribble, Lancashire Macey died in 
Jan., 1858). Re Bond's estate, Slack v. Haydock, V. C Last 
Day for , May 4. 

De ta Morte, ‘eR, Gent., Weymouth, Dorsetshire, and of the Parish of 
St. Bartholomew, Oxfordshire (who died in Feb., 1814). De la Motte v. 
De la Motte, M. R. Last Day for Proof, April 26. 

Ricuarp, Yeoman, Ridge, Habergham Eaves, Lancashire (who died 
in April, 1851). Hartley v. Aspden, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Progf, 
April 19. 

Hvrcninson, James, Gent., late of Leeds, Yorkshire (who died in Mar., 
1857). Brooksbank v. Mann, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, May 3. 

Incutey, Axn, Widow, Loughborough, Leicestershire (who died in July, 
1838). Re Inchley’s estate, Inchley r. Ward, V. C. Stuart. Last Day 

Sor Proof, April 24. 

Rostxs, James, Surgeon, Rugby, Warwickshire, and of Heaton House, 

ts Leek, Staffordshire (who died in July, 1846). Young v. Richardson, M. R. 
Last Day for Proof, April 26. 

Rosinson, Georce, Richmond, Surrey (who died in Mar., 1852). Emerson 
% Mason, Emerson v. Pearce, V.C. Wood. Last day for Proof, April 26, 

Ruptanp, Jones, Esq., Cavendish-crescent, Bath, late a Lieut. in 10th 
Foot ee died in Sept., 1858). Bartrum v. Rudland, and Rudland v. Bar- 
tram, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, April 17. 

Surra, Witt1aM Wittsatre, Kentish Town, Middlesex (who died on Aug. 
15, 1856). Re Smith’s Estate, Smith v. Vizard, V. C. Stuart. Last Day 
for Proof, May 4. 

Wicxixes, Lypia, Widow, 1 Barnsbury-pl., St. Fg ih Islington (who died 
on Nov. 20, 1856). Dowling v. Wickings, V.C. Stuart. Last Day for 
Proof, April 23. 

Wrixpsor, Mary, Spinster, Turnham-green, Middlesex (who died in Feb., 
1841). Re Windsor’s Estate, Bedford rv. Bedford, V. C. Stuart. 

Day for Proof, May 3. 
Tvespay, April 6, 1858. 

Gareexwoop, THomas, bg eran pag ne eon en, Middlesex (who 
died in Feb., 1855). G , M.R. Last Day for 
Proof, April 29. 

Simpson, Witttam, Gent., Southam, Warwickshire (who died in Jan., 
1854). Davidson v. Brothers, M. R. Last Day for Proof, May 1. 

Wrexworts, Frepericx, Gent., Enton, Godalming, Surrey (who died in 
yn yee Sparkes v. Winkworth, V.C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, 
April 17. 
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Moxon & Woop, Merchants, Bahia, South America, and Jonn DowELt 
Moxox, Merchant, Bahia and Liverpool, surviving partner of that firm. 
Moxon v. Taylor, V. C. Wood. Last er tee dae, July 1, for persons 
who were their creditors on Mar. 28, 1828. 


GHinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpar, April 2, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 


East Deax Coat axp Inox Mrvino Company.—V. C. Kindersley doth 
order this Company to be absolutely dissolved, as from Mar. 27, and 
wound up, and the costs of the petitioner to be paid ont of the estate. 

Kent ZooLocicaL AND Botanicat Garpexs Company, commonly called 
Tue Rosuervitte Garpens Company.—Creditors to come in and prove 
their debts at Chambers of V. C. Wood. 

Laxe Batacnst AvsTeaLasian GoLp Mixtxc Company.—V. C. Wood will 
proceed, on April 29, at 1, at his Chambers, to settle Class A of the list of 
contributories, being the Directors or Members of the Committee of Ma- 
nagement. 

Leacve Breap Company.—The Creditors of this Company are required to 
meet before V.C. Wood, on April 13, at 12, at his Chambers, to appoint 
one or mcre person or persons to represent all the creditors in the pro- 
ceedings before him. 


LaperaL Penmaxent Bewxerir Buitpine Society, sometimes called the 
Laseral Permanent Freenoip Lanp Sociery.—A Petition for the wind- 
ing up of this Society was, on Mar. 30, presented to the Lord Chancellor 
by Joseph Egiese, which will be heard before V. C. Kindersley, on April 16. 
Sols. for Pditioner, ©. J. Sydney & Son, 46 Finsbury-circus. 

Timeer Parscuvine Company.—V.C. Wood will prone, on April 27, at 
12, at bis Chambers, to settle the list of contributories 

Wetsn Poros Leap asp Corren Minina Company. _V, C. Kindersley, 
Mar. 9, appointed Mr. William Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st., Official 
Manager. 

Wriam’s Sream Fort Company.—The Master of the Rolls will, at his 
Chambers, on April 19, at 12, appoint an Official Manager. 


Torspax, April G, 1858, 
Untamirep, 1x CHANCERY, 
Wetsn Poros: Leap axp Corvex Minino Comrany.—V. C. Kindersley will 
5 , Lalani wiaearncc saps ynteomer dias lends na: a 
pany 


Lamirep, 1s Bawxucrrcy. 
Leicester Srimmine Company (Limvrep).—Ali parties claiming to be ere- 
ditors of this C y are to pees ees eae Seen Se OS, 
at Bales at the ye we -y, Nottingham, before Mr. Comunissioner 


ma: an Official Stowddater to wot wich Omheid 
Liseadcswe tasrie mfr Pocono Nottingham. 
Weer one ag od Met (amerep)-—Mr. Com, oe 
& ttting to be holden Court of Kankrupte on 
April 12, at 11.90, for proots of debts, . : 














Fripay, April 9, 1858. 
LiMiTED, IN BANKRUPTCY. 
West Ham Distittery Company (Limrrep).—Mr. Com. Fane has appointed 
a sitting at the Court of Bankruptcy, Basinghall-st., on April 12, at 11.30, 
for proof of debts. 


Scotch Sequesirations. 
Fripay, April 2, 1858. 
Dove.as, Joun, & Tomas Narrer Dovetas, Watch Makers and Jewellers: 
Greenock. April 6, at 12; White Hart-inn, Greenock. Seg. Mar. 27. 
Dykes, James, ANDREW Dyxes, & Joun Morton, Warehousemen, Glasgow, 
April 9, at 12: Procurators’-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. 

Gat, James, Farmer, } haggle Carluke. April 7, at 1; Clydesdale- 
hotel, Lanark. Seq. Mar. 29 

Manson, Davip Davipson, M. D, Farmer and Cattle Rory ong Spynie, Elgin. 
April 6, at 12; Gordon ‘Arms-hotel, Elgin. i 

Rust, Davip, Clothier, Aberdeen. April 10, at ms yale Tree-tavern, 
Aberdeen. Seg. Mar. 30. 

ayy James, Hotel fhipee: White a Arbroath. April 9, at 

; White Hart-hotel, Arbroath. Seg. Mar. 31, _ 


TurspayY, April 6, 1858. 
Banks, Joun Martin, yu sensat Dundee. April 12, at 1 ; British-hotel, 
Dundee. Seg. Mar. 
GARDINER, ANDREW, aden Foulsykes, Cambusnethan, Lanarkshire. 
April 10, at 11; King’s Arms-inn (Dick’s), Hamilton. Seq. Mar. 31. 
Hamittoy, Ropert, Grocer, Stonehouse, Lanarkshire. April 15, at 12; 
Bruce Arms-inn (Walker’s), Townhead-st., Hamilton. Seg. April 5. 
Jaéx, Rosert, Tin Plate Worker, Glasgow. April 13, at 12; Faculty-hall, 
St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. April 1. 
M‘Laren, Laurence, Plumber and Lead Merchant, Stirling (Lochhead & 
M‘Laren). April 14, at 1; Golden Lion-hotel, Stirling. Seg. Mar. 31. 
Morrison, Joun, Painter, Perth. oo 12, at 11; Solicitors’ Library, 
County-bldgs., Perth. Seg. Mar. 

Ross, Rosert, Farmer, Broadmire, a oe April 16, at 
12; Royal-hotel, Union-st., Aberdeen. Seq. April 

Waite, ALEXANDER, & Wit1iaM FAIRWEATHER, - Tr Suga Aberdeen. 
April 13, at 12; Douglas-hotel, Aberdeen. Seg. April 3. 

Witkie, Duncan, Farmer, Howden, Ancrum, Repanre. April 13, at 
2; Spread Eagle-hotel, Jedburgh. Seg. April 

Younc, ARCHIBALD, Merchant, Leith, deceased. ame 12, at 2; Cay& 
Black’s-rooms, 65 George-st., Edinburgh. Seq. Mar. 
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Baxter, Davip ba Baker, Dundee. April 13, at 1; British-hotel, 
Dundee’ Seg. April 1 

— James (Black & Son), Machine —_— Kilmarnock. April 14, at 

; Black Bull-inn, Kilmarnock. Seg. April 

Pipe Rosert (Copland & Co.), siprater, Dundee, April 19, at 12; 
British-hotel, Dundee. Seg. April 7. 

Gren, ALEXANDER Burns, & Hector M‘Lennan (A. B. Glen & Co.), Cap 
Manufacturers, Glasgow. April 16, at 12; Procurators’-hall, St. 
George’s-pl., Glasgow, April 5. 

Mustarp, Ropert, Clothier, arena April 17, at 2; Lemon Tree- 
tavern, Aberdeen. Seg. April 

Witson, Jonn, & James Camis ‘ Gemmen, Music Sellers, Dundee. April 
20, at 1; Royal-hotel, Dundee. Seg. April 6. 

Younc, James, Coal Master, Bourtrie-hill, near Dreghorn, Ayrshire, re- 
siding in Irvine, and Partner of the concern of Young and Black, Coal 
age emer April 16, at 4; King’s Arms-inn, High-st., Ayr. 








SPECIAL NOTICE. 


 Viemesten MEDICAL, and GENERAL LIFE 
ASSURANCE. SOCIETY, 
13, ST. JAMES’S SQUARE, LONDON, Ss. W. 
ESTABLISHED 1824. 

All persons who effect Policies on the Participating Seale BEF 
JUNE 30th, 1858, will be entitled at the NEXT BONUS to R.---4 
share of Profits beyond later Assurers. 

Proposals should be forwarded to the Office before June 20th, 

The last Annual Report, as also a statement of the SIXTH BONUS. 
declared in January, 1857, ans forth in detail the whole state and affairs 
of the Office, and especially the penne 3 which will hereafter accrue to 
Persons now assuring, can be of oar the Society's Agents, or 
from the Office, GEORGE H, PI ARD, Actuary. 

GEORGE CUTCLIFFE, ‘Assistant Actuary. 

13, St. James’s-square, London, 8, W, 

COMMISSION. 

TEN PER CENT. on the First Premium, and Five per Cent. on » 
newals, will be allowed to all Members of the Legal Profession. The Com 
mission will be CONTINUED to the Person introducing the Assurance, 
without reference to the Channel through which the Premiums may be 





AMERICAN LAW AGENCY OFFICE. 


APPAN and M‘ RILLOE, new York, Established 
1842, associate Offices Chicago, 
Detroit, St. Louis, Giocianath, vee rt aye Three Thousand 
ts. T. and M’K, undertake a 1 business not involving me: 
<r costepation, oueh as to recover deh prosecute claims; trace the loca- 
parties who have mex 8 yt execute deeds; 
parler lewsipe ty: =! Beg we ‘ tod ether ta vestigations, &«., in the 


For terms ont } sefersnees to Parnicn Ropentaon, 1, Sun- 
ec apply , Agent, I, 
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THE LAW OF LIBEL. 


Although Lord Campbell has not succeeded in alter- 
ing the law of libel, he will have done some service by 
making it better understood. The discussion in the 
House of Lords on Tuesday night, or even the abridg- 
ment of it contained in our own columns, will furnish 
the student with a clear idea of the leading principles of 
the law of spoken and written slander, and useful cath 
ledge will be thus acquired in a less laborious manner 
than by studying the pages of an orthodox legal writer. 
The subject of this debate was so interesting to the 
daily newspapers, that they have furnished us with re- 
ports of special accuracy and fulness. We have not 
to lament, as is not unfrequently the case, that legal 
discussions of great professional importance have been 
misunderstood or slurred over as too technical 
for unlearned readers. It is, however, very certain 

in recent debates of the House of Lords, many 
branches of our law have been excellently illustrated in 

es which nevertheless were not deemed worthy of 
a full report. If it were practicable to obtain a complete 
record of these expositions of legal doctrines by lawyers 
of the highest eminence, we could scarcely recommend 
any formal treatise with greater confidence. One caution 
it would be necessary to give—that these were reports, 
not of seers, but of conversations; and that the 
anxions deliberation and grave sense of responsibility 
proper to the judicial seat, must not be assumed as inva- 
pay A characterising the legislative exercitations of noble 
and learned lords. 
_ It will be remembered that Lord Campbell’s activity 
in this matter was occasioned by the trial of the case of 
Davison v. Duncan, which was thought by him and 
others to have proved the hardship of the existing law. 
That case was argued in the Court of Queen's Bench 
upon a demurrer, and the ~~ rinciple which governed 
it was clearly laid down by rd Campbell himself, with 
the approbation of almost every lawyer; and, in fact, 
it was never seriously quatilonsd, except in some hasty 
articles of the daily press. The Lord Chief Justice at 
the head of his own court is one of the soundest expo- 
sitors of our law. It was a hardy undertaking for any 
newspaper to dispute his judiclal doctrine, and the 
attempt was soon abandoned for one more hopeful. 
Instead of » against the authority of Lord 
Campbell, that the law was not as he had laid it down, 
it was wiser to contend, with the countenance and sup- 





port of that learned person, that it was expedient to 
change the law. The movement thus commenced ended 
on Tuesday night in the rejection of Lord Campbell’s 
Bill and t 5 aemctbesank of those journalists who 
demanded a relaxation of existing rules and penalties. 
We expressed, about a year ago, our own opinion that 
the law of libel would very well bear to be let alone, 
and we are confirmed in this opinion by the report of 
the select committee, and by the final discussion in the 
House of Lords. Lord Campbell produced his measure 
as the result of full deliberation, and of the exercise 
of his great experience and legal skill. Yet, after the 
searching criticism of Lord Lyndhurst, it will ange be 
pretended that the Bill deserved to pass into alaw. Those 
rsons who are convinced by the powerful argument of 
rd Lyndhurst of the soundness of the principle which he 
supported, will find it comparatively an easy task to em- 
body that principle in a statute. But embarrassments on 
every side await the more moderate innovators, who 
seek to devise some compromise between the demand of 
the press for entire liberty, and the restrictions under 
which it has discharged, and must, as it now appears, 
continue to discharge its functions. Lord Lyndhurst 
would propose to abolish the distinction between oral 
and written slander. He considers that if a man goes 


to a public meeting, and, knowing well that his words 
will be taken down by a reporter, and published, delibe- 


rately utters calumny, the delivery of such a speech 
should be subjected to the same penalties as the law 
imposes upon the publication in writing of the same 
slander by the author of it. The extreme advocates of 
the press would go much further, and exonerate the 
journal in which such slander should be reported from 
all responsibility to the injured party. It does not 
clearly appear, from Lord Lyndhurst’s language, whether 
he would substitute the liability of the speaker for that 
of the newspaper, or would leave to the complainant 
the alternative of proceeding against either. As 
debates in Parliament, we rather infer from the 
strong opinion expressed by Lord Lyndhurst of the in- 
justice of the existing rule that he would adopt the first 
clause of Lord Campbell’s Bill, and absolve journalists 
from all penalties for their reports. But even the 
adoption of this simple principle would be impeded by a 
difficulty suggested by the Lord Chancellor. Is the 
journalist to plead that he has given a faithful report of 
the debate, and, if so, how is he to prove his plea? We 
do not see how this is to be done without such an ex- 
amination before a court of law into the proceedings of 
the House as would be inconsistent with the tie of 
Parliament. It is not likely that the House of Com- 
mons, out of tenderness for the press, would consent to 
this assumption of authority by tribunals with which it 
has sometimes been in open conflict, and which it has 
usually regarded with extreme jealousy. Then, again, 
as regards speeches delivered elsewhere than in Parlia- 
ment, the assimilation of the law respecting spoken and 
written slander would necessarily operate to restrict that 
freedom of speech which, if not essential to the liberties, 
does undoubtedly contribute much to the comfort and 
serenity of mind, of Englishmen. The stability of many 
institutions, and the privileges of many classes, would 
be in danger if those who now endure were to be 
abridged of their license of abusing them. We admire 
the eloquence with which Lord Lyndhurst urged this 
int, — we eo = ete be difficult to answer 
im; but we believe that his is inexpedient, 
and we are perfectly satisfied that Yt is im icable. 
The second clause of Lord Campbell's Bill provided 
that in an action for libel it should be competent to the 
defendant to plead that the alleged libel was a faithful 
report of the proceedings of a public meeting, lawfully 
assembled for a lawful perpen and that the plaintiff had 
sustained no loss or damage a the publication of the 
all libel. The third and last clause specified four 
varieties of meetings, which were to be held by the 
Courts to be “ public meetings, lawfully assembled 
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for a lawful purpose,” and it was this unlucky 
attempt at legislative precision which provoked the 
satire of Lord Lyndhurst. He said that, in endeavour- 
ing to make a catalogue of cases unprovided for, he had 
reached the number of 104 instances. Englishmen meet 
in public for so many and such Paris wed ony cee that it 
would be a very bold thing to undertake to enumerate 
them all. Perhaps the attempt to do so is one of the 
most remarkable of the many curious experiments of 
which our statute-book has been made the unhappy 
subject. But if the third clause fails in specifying the 
particular objects of the enactment, we must fall back 
upon the second clause for a general definition that shall 
embrace them all. What is and what is not “a public 
meeting lawfully assembled for a lawful purpose?” Is 
this the sort of phrase that is likely to stand the test of 
litigation upon every word of it? What a goodly 
cluster of decisions would have accumulated upon this 
clause before its judicial exposition could be regarded as 
completely settled! The ingenuity of our common 
lawyers, violently despoiled of its own peculiar province 
of special pleading, has been reduced of late years to 
make Acts of Parliament its chief sporting ground. We 
think that a much more skilful definition than Lord 
Campbell's would fare indifferently well under the subtle 
criticism which it must provoke. But still some limit 
must be set to the privilege of printing and publishing 
whatever any body may think fit to speak. Lord 
Campbell himself would feel most strongly the necessity 
of a restriction, which nevertheless it would be almost 
impossible to embody satisfactorily in words. And, fur- 
ther, what is meant by pleading that the plaintiff has 
sustained “ no loss or damage” by the libel? We think 
the Lord Chancellor's construction, that it must mean 
perneery loss only, was scarcely fair to the author of the 
ill, nor was the opportunity a good one for declaimin 
upon the value of reputation. Lord Chelmsford, it cat 
seem, has not yet had quite time enough to forget how 
to address a jury. But did Lord Campbell mean that 
the defendant was to prove that the alleged libel was 
true, and therefore that there was no damage? If so, 
his remedy would have fallen very far short of satisfy- 
ing the demands it professed to meet. The claim of the 
journals who are active in this matter is, that a faithful 
report of words spoken on a public occasion should be 
protected, whether the libellous matter complained of be 
true or false. 

It sufficiently appears, from the evidence taken by the 
select committee, that the grievance of the witnesses 
has not been very severely felt. The business of jour- 
nalism, under the present system, can only be carried on 
by men of character and caution and ability; and such 
men will not give their services unless they are adequately 
remunerated. Herein is found some guarantee for the 
respectability of the English press, and we think that 
this is a good reason for maintaining the existing law ; 
and, further, we are convinced, by Lord Campbell's 
eae that the framing of a new law would be no easy 
task. 


— ——>-—--- - 
TRIBUNALS OF COMMERCE. 


During the last few years, when Law Reform has 
become a fashionable topic, nothing has been a greater 
puzzle to people who take any interest in the subject 
than what are called tribunals of commerce. Everybod 
who attempts to describe what jurisdiction it is desirable 
to assign to these tribunals, or what objects they are 
intended to effect, appears to entertain such indistinct 
notions upon the matter, and there is so little agree- 
ment among their advocates when they come to details, 
that few people have any idea what a tribunal of com- 
merce really means, In all popular movements, how- 
ever, 4 good cry is half the battle, and in this case it 
cannot be denied that the name is a taking one. More- 
over, it has been made the text for saying a great deal 
about people settling their own disputes, freeing com- 








merce from the shackles of legal technicalities, the intro- 
duction of the lay element, and therefore of common 
sense, into commercial litigation, and various other mat- 
ters of an equally seeing and stimulating nature. It is, 
therefore, not surprising that every now and then the topic 
revives, and is discussed as zealously as if it had never been 
discussed before. It is nothing to the pu e to urge 
that all that can be said about it has been already said, 
in every shape and form, in every chamber of commerce 
in the kingdom, and at all the “conferences” for law 
amendment which have been held within the legal 
memory of Lord Brougham himself. To members of 
Parliament in search of a grievance, or anxious for the 
reputation of law reformers, the subject is as good, 
perhaps, as any other left by the progress of reform, if 
we except bankrupcy, which would require greater 
application of mind than most aa would care to 
bestow for the public good, and the registration of titles 
to land, which is pretty well appropriated, and besides 
is at this moment in abeyance. 

Assuming that Mr. Ayrton is correct in his account of 
the French tribunals of commerce, they are nothing 
more than a special jury of merchants, eee over by 
a lawyer nominated by the Crown, and having jurisdic- 
tion in all cases “ arising out of commercial transactions.” 
The proceedings are described as ‘* very summary ;” and 
we are informed that a case is always decided upon its 
“broad merits.” Wherever a claim exceeds £60, there 
is the right of appeal to the superior courts of the 
country. ‘Tribunals such as these may be vastly supe- 
rior—for anything we can assert to the contrary—to our 
county courts. But if they are, it can only be on account 
of their designation ; for in their nature and functions 
we see little to distinguish them, even in respect of their 
very summary jurisdiction, and their affection for no- 
thing beyond the broad merits of any case which comes 
before them. Almost the only difference is, that. the 
question might often arise before a commercial court, 
whether the litigation had really arisen out of com- 
mercial transactions, whereas such an inquiry, fortu- 
nately, is unnecessary in our county courts. Unless we 
accept Adam Smith’s definition of man, and regard him 
merely as a bartering animal—in which case every trans- 
action in the life of every man would be within the 
jurisdiction of these new tribunals—it would be by no 
means easy to trace the boundaries of the category. But 
supposing for a moment that we had got over the difficulty 
of defining the subject matter within the jurisdiction of 
these commercial courts, a greater difficulty would remain 
as to the parties who might sue and be sued there. If 
a West-end dandy thinks it right to dispute the amount 
of his tailor’s bill, that may be a very fair ground for 
his creditor summoning him to the county court; but is 
it any reason why the jury should consist of merchant- 
tailors? Many persons not engaged in trade have fre- 

uent dealings with those who are, but if any difference 
should arise between them in respect of such “ com- 
mercial transactions,” why should it be adjudicated upon 
by a tribunal composed of tradesmen, any more than by 
one composed of persons not engaged in trade? Until 
something like an answer is given to these queries, 
we are, for our i rubbed g to hold to the opinion 
that these new tribunals would not be an improvement 
upon those that already exist in this oonntay: We say 
nothing about what may be supposed to be the impolicy 
of multiplying the number of special courts, and 
exceptional jurisdictions; though we believe that 
much that would be very pertinent and useful 
might be suggested on this part of the sub 
While 80 om is being written and talked about 
the fusion of law and equity, the codification of 
our laws, and the simplification of ure in 
our courts, it is certainly a bold measure to pro- 
pose the introduction of a novel element of confusion 
among already conflicting jurisdictions, and the esta- 
blishment of an indefinite number of new tribunals, 
presided over by an equally indefinite number of lawyer, 
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of whom it could hardly be predicated that they possessed 
peculiar legal sptieds for their offices. It may be 


any 
said that such tribunals would be found quite as useful 


without the-superintendence or intermeddling of lawyers, 
either as judges or advocates. We have read speeches 
in which some telling hits were made, by graphic de- 
scriptions of the honour and intelligence of English 
merchants, as contrasted with the selfish subtlety and tire- 
some technicality of lawyers. But granting all this, and 
as much more of the same kind of argument as any one 
can have the conscience to ask of us, if in these new 
courts there is to be an appeal to a court of law in every 
case of any importance—as there assuredly would be, if 
allowed, in nine such cases out of every ten—where 
would be, the particular advantage to the suitors? It 
can hardly be pretended that the ‘off-hand opinion on 
the “ broad merits,” even of a court of honourable and 
intelligent English merchants, would be worth the 
trouble of an ineffectual preliminary trial; or that it 
would throw much light on the case when it came before 
one of the superior courts. 

The supposed success of the French tribunals of com- 
merce is generally adduced as an argument for introduc- 
ing the system here. It ought, therefore, to be known 
that besides the right of appeal which exists in France 
where the claim is over 1,500 francs, an appeal may be 
brought in every case of fraud, or where the jurisdiction 
is questioned. There is, also, an almost unlimited power 
in these mercantile judges to remit questions of law to the 
ordinary courts, accounts to arbitrators, and matters of a 
technical nature to what we should call experts; while 
in no case can the successful party—no matter how much 
in the wrong his opponent may have been—obtain any 
costs to which he may have been put for professional 
advice or assistance. We have been at some pains to 
ascertain the peculiar attractions of such a system of 
judicature as this, but are unable in this matter to come 
to the conclusion—not unfrequently proclaimed of late 
—that they do these things better in France. 

We admit, however, that what Mr. Holland of Liver- 
pool, at the Mercantile Law Conference of last year, 
modestly described as “local courts with plenary juris- 
diction and compulsory powers,” might be free from 
many of the objections at which we have glanced. 
There is an old maxim of our law which favours the 
putting an end to litigation. With such tribunals as 
those miagonted by Mr. Holland, whose decisions would 
be uninfluenced by written or unwritten law, or any- 
thing else than mercantile notions of right and wrong— 
there. being no appeal upon the ground of want 
of jurisdiction, or upon any other ground—and 
whatever besides is comprehended in Mr. Holland's 
notion of ‘compulsory powers ”"—we are disposed to 
think that ere long there would be an end of all litiga- 
tion, at all events before these commercial courts. 

In justice to the Liverpool Chamber of Commeree, it 
ought to be mentioned that they do not altogether deny 
the danger of commercial judges mistaking the law. 
Indeed, admitting the possibility of such an occurrence 
happening, they prudently suggest the appointment 
of a lawyer to act as “assessor of the Court; in point 
of fact”—as they add, with a due sense of their own 
dignity, worthy of the judicial office to which they 
aspire—* to fulfil much the same functions therein as the 
magistrate’s clerk performs to the bench of magistrates.” 
The illustration is ingenious, and may help to make 
converts to the proposed scheme amongst admirers of 
our administration of law by country justices of the 
peace. 


- 


Legal News. 


TRIAL OF SIMON BERNARD. 


The following points will be reserved for the opinion of the 
fifteen judges :— 


1. That the prisoner is not one of her Majesty’s subjects 





within the meaning of the 9th Geo. 4, ¢. 31, s. 7, which is 
the Act that gives jurisdiction to hold the special commission. 

2. That the prisoner was not an accessory before the fact to 
any murder within the meaning of the aforesaid statute. 

3. That there is no proof of any murder having been com- 
mitted within the meaning of that statute. 

4.0That the murder to which the prisoner is charged by in- 
dictment to have been accessory before the fact is proved to 
have been committed by aliens upon an alien within the king- 
dom of France, and not by any of her Majesty’s subjects, or 
upon any of her Majesty’s subjects. 

5. That no evidence of any act done by the prisoner on land 
out of the United Kingdom and without.the Queen's dominions, 
or of any act done by any person in pursuance of any autho- 
rity from him on land out of the United Kingdom and without 
the Queen’s dominions, was properly receivable in evidence on 
this trial. 

6. That the principal offence of murder charged in the first 
three counts is not alleged to have been committed by any of 
her Majesty's subjects. 

7. That by the special commission the Court is only autho- 
rised to inquire into and to try the prisoner on the charge of 
being an accessory before the fact to a murder committed by 
Orsini and others upon Nicholas Battie and a person name un- 
known, and that it has no jurisdiction to try the prisoner on 
the charge of wilful murder as principal. 

8. That the fourth and fifth counts, which charge the pri- 
soner as a principal, set forth that the alleged murder was 
committed in Paris out of the Queen’s dominions, and that the 
prisoner, being an alien, cannot be tried as a principal for an 
offence so committed. 

An article of The Saturday Review, of the 3rd inst., contained 
an interesting discussion of some of the questions raised above. 
We subjoin the greater portion of this article. 





THe Law or BERNARD’s CaAsp. 


It may be interesting to our readers to be informed of the 
nature of the legal questions which Bernard’s trial will involve. 
It is understood that two charges will be made against him— 
one of felony, under the 9 Geo. 4, c. 31, s. 7; and one of con- 
spiracy, at common law. ‘The material part of the statute of 
George 4 is in these words:—“If any of his Majesty’s 
subjects shall be charged in England with any murder or man- 
slaughter . . . . or with being accessory before the fact to any 
murder, or after the fact to any murder or manslaughter, the 
same being respectively committed on land out of the United 
Kingdom, whether within the king’s dominions or without, it 
shall be lawful” for any justice of the peace to commit, and for 
@ special commission under the Great Seal to try, him in the 
same manner as if the offence had been committed in the place 
of trial appointed in the commission. In order to bring 
Bernard under this statute, it will be necessary to pfove thata 
murder has been committed on land out of the United Kingdom, 
and that he, being one of her Majesty’s subjects, was a 
before the fact to that murder. A question may also be raised 
as to whether the phrase “the same being respectively commit- 
ted” refers simply to the words “ murder or manslaughter,” or 
whether it includes the words “ being accessory before the fact” 
—whether, that is, a man who, being in this country, was acces- 
sory before the fact to a murder perpetrated abroad falls under 
the Act, or whether it applies only to those who, in foreign 
countries, were accessory before the fact to murders committed 
in foreign countries. If it should appear that no murder has 
been committed at all, or that the latter interpretation of the 
statute is the true one, Bernard must clearly be acquitted, for a 
man cannot be an accessory to what is not a crime; and what- 
ever crime Bernard may have committed was indisputably com- 
mitted in this country. First, then, if one Frenchman 
assassinates another Frenchman in France, is that, under any 
circumstances, what English law would call murder? We 
think not. ‘The word “murder” is a term of art—so much so 
that an indictment which did not employ it would be void (4 
Ste. Com. 429-31); and the reason is, that it is defined by our 
laws in a most scrupulous, and, as we have frequently pointed 
out in this journal, in a most absurd and fantastic manner. An 
act committed by foreigners, which, between English subjects, 
would be murder, is an act for which English law has no tech- 
nic&l name, and of which it can take no notice, This was ex 
pressly affirmed by a recent solemn decision of the Court of 
Criminal Appeal in the case of Reg. v. Lewis (1 Cr. Ca. Rea. 
1BB). hss Sew HW 

Once more, it is part of the definition of murder that the 
crime should be committed on a person under the Aing’s peace 








(Srd Inst. 47); and in R. y. Sawyer (Russ. & R., C.C, 295— 
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more fully reported in 2 ©. & K. 113) where an Englishman 
was tried under an Act of Henry 8, for shooting an 
Englishwoman at Lisbon, it is said that “the judges held that 
the offence was triable here, though committed in a foreign 
kingdom, the prisoner and the deceased being both subjects of 
this realm at the time it was committed.” It was held that the 
allegation in the indictment, that the murdered woman wats in 
the king’s peace, implied that she was at the time a subject, and 
that the allegation that the crime was against the king’s peace, 
implied the same of her murderer sufficiently to enable the 
Court to say, from the record alone, that an offence had been 
committed by and against a subject of the king of England— 
an element which is assumed throughout the case to be essential 
to the crime of murder. It is perfectly manifest that neither 
Orsini nor his victims were within the king's peace, so that this 
element of the definition of murder is clearly absent in their 
case, 
Upon these grounds, we are inclined to think that, however 
atrocious the affair of the Rue Lepelletier may have been in 
a moral point of view, it would be an abuse of language to 
describe it as having been, in the technical sense of the word, a 
murder. Two arguments, however, have been adduced on the 
other side of the question, each of which merits attention. 
The first is, that the extradition treaties recognise, as such, 
crimes committed by foreigners in foreign countries. It is said 
that, if it is lawful for an English magistrate to inquire whether 
a man has committed murder in France, and to deliver him up 
to the French Government if it should appear that he has, it is 
impossible to deny that acts done in France between Frenchmen 
may be murders. ‘The answer to this is, that in the Act which 
embodies the extradition treaty (6 & 7 Vict. c. 75, s. 1) the 
word murder is not used in its technical sense, and this is proved 
by the fact that in the enacting section the following sentence 
occurs:—*“ The crime of murder (comprehending the crimes 
described by the French Penal Code by the terms assassination, 
parricide, infanticide and poisoning.”) It is thus obvious 
that the true meaning of the extradition treaty is, that, for the 
particular purpose of delivering up an accused person, the law 
of the country demanding him is incorporated with that of the 
country from which he is demanded. This is clearly 
the common sense view of the matter, for the contrary 
doctrine would involve the absurdity that in certain 
eases we could obtain the extradition of a person from 
France whom we could not punish when we had got him. 
This would arise whenever their definition of a crime 
was larger than ours. For example, by the 591st article of the 
Code de Commerce, any bankrupt “qui aura detourné ou dis- 
simulé une partie de son actif” shall be declared a fraudulent 
bankrupt. By the 251st section of our Bankruptcy Act, the 
concealment or embezzlement must be to the value of £10. If 
a man had concealed £5, and gone to France, we could on this 
construction of the treaty have him arrested and brought over 
to England, though he had committed no crime whatever 
against English law. 

The second argument is founded on the case of Reg. v. Azzo- 
pardi (1 C. & K. 204), in which it was held that an English 
subject killing a Turkish woman in Syria might be tried and 
hung in England; and this proves (it is said), that in order 
to make a killing murder, it is not necessary that the person 
killed should be in the Queen’s peace. The case, it must be 
owned, is a strong one, but the report of it is short, and the 
argument seems to have been shorter; nor does it appear clear 
whether or not the man was hung. It is, however, to be ob- 
served, that it is extremely difficult to reconcile the decision 
either with the case of R. v. Sawyer referred to above, or with 
the later case of R. v. Lewis. If it is to be upheld at all, it 
must, we think, be put on the ground, that, as against English 

jects, every one, foreigner or native, is entitled to the protec. 
tion of the Queen, and may so far be said to be within the 
n’s peace; whilst, as regards the murderer, he carries 
about with him his responsibility to the law wherever he goes. 
Clearly, however, its principle cannot be extended; and in 
itself it proves no more than that if an Englishman kills a 
foreigner abroad, he may be tried for it here. It throws no 
light whatever on the legal character of the killing of one 
foreigner by another in a foreign country. 

Apart from the question whether the crime of the 14th Ja- 
nuary was in strictness of law a murder, it is extremely doubtful 
whether the statute to which we have referred would apply to 
the case of a person who was in England an accessory before 
the fact to its perpetration. In order to understand this fully, 
it is necessary to know the nature of the law as it stood before 
the Act of Geo, 4, . 


created by the repeal of 33 Hen. 8, c. 23. It gives to 
justices of the peace powers formerly confined to the Privy 
Council; and it embodies in one section the provisions of 33 
Hen. 8, c. 23, and 43 Geo. 3, c. 113—that is, it provides 
for the trial and punishment of any subject of the British 
Crown who, being abroad on land, shall commit murder, or 
shall be accessory before or after the fact to a murder. It 
has been said that the words “his Majesty’s subjects” would 
apply to an alien living in England; and so, no doubt, they 
would, if it were not clear that the whole section refers to his 
Majesty’s subjects living out of England, and that it was enacted 
in the place of the looser language of preceding statutes, in- 
tended in their time to remedy an obvious and patent defect in 
the law. If the words bore the larger interpretation, it is im- 
possible to resist the conclusion that any person who had ever 
committed murder in any part of the world might be tried on 
his arrival in England. This was confessedly not so under the 
old law, when the larger words were used. How can it be so when 
the words of the law are more restricted ? To say nothing of 
the other absurdities which such a construction would entail, 
it would neutralise all our extradition treaties. Suppose Orsini 
had escaped to England, and the French had demanded him. He 
might, by a friendly prosecutor, have been charged at Bow- 
street with murder in Paris, and our Government would, 
according to this view, have been entitled to say to the French, 
this man, being in England and owing us temporary allegiance, 
is “ one of her Majesty’s subjects charged in England with a 
murder committed in France, therefore it is lawful for ” Mr. 
Jardine, being “ a justice of the peace, to take cognizance of 
the offence,” and we mean to try him before a special commission 
at the Old Bailey. If Orsini’s crime was murder at all, there 
would be no necessity to appeal to the 9 Geo. 4,c. 31, to try 
Bernard, inasmuch as by the 11 & 12 Vict. c. 46,8. 1 (and see 
7 Geo. 4, c. 64, s. 9), it is a substantive felony to be accessory 
before the fact to a felony; but the other statute has been so 
pointedly referred to, that we have thought it desirable to con- 
sider its effect. 

For these reasons, we do not think that, whatever the evi- 
dence may be, it will be possible to sustain a charge of felony 
against any person who may have been a participator in the 
plot against Louis Napoleon. Upon the charge of conspiracy 
we think the case is different. If it can be shown that several 
persons in England conspired together to put another to death 
in Paris, there is, we think, abundant authority to show that 
the judges would, in all probability, hold that they were guilty 
of a crime in doing so. It is impossible to deny that the Court 
of Queen’s Bench has often claimed the right to affirm, with re- 
spect toa variety of acts, that they are of such a nature that an 
agreement to do them between several persons would be pun- 
ishable, though the act done by a single person would not. 
Thus, private cheating is no crime, but it is a crime to conspire 
to cheat. ‘The case of the Directors of the British Bank is pre- 
cisely in point. So, incontinence, adultery, and even incest, 
are no crimes; but to conspire to debauch a woman is an in- 
dictable offence, and this was not questioned in the famous case 
of Ford Lord Grey, who conspired with others to debauch his 
sister-in-law, Lady Henrietta Berkeley (9 St. Tr. 519). A 
conspiracy to impoverish a man in his trade (Kceles’s case, 
2 Russ. Cr. 687) is criminal. A supposed conspiracy to 
lower the price of the funds by false rumours was severely 
punished in the lamentable case of Lord Dundonald (whose 
innocence was afterwards clearly established) ; and when 
we couple this with the claim expressly advanced by the 
Court in Curll's case (17 Sta. Tr. 115), to act as censor morum, 
and with the fact that Curll’s punishment was justified ex- 
pressly on the ground that his conduct (selling obscene books) 
tended “to weaken the bonds of civil society, virtue, and 
morality,” we can hardly doubt that the judges would hold 
similar language in the present day, if a man were convi 
before them of so atrocious a crime as that of plotting whole- 
sale slaughter. 

Whether it is expedient, on the whole, that any judicial body 
should possess the power of punishing actions merely on the 
ground of their moral guilt, without express warrant of law 
for doing so, is another question. It will be a fortunate cireum- 
stance if, in this particular case, we shouid be able to punish 4 
person who, if he is guilty at all, is guilty of a most atrocious 
and outrageous piece of wickedness; but it can hardly be 
denied, as a mere matter of law reform, that this part of our 
system needs improvement. The political bearings of the 
question we have often discussed elsewhere, and there is no need 
to refer to them again, 








This enactment must clearly be taken as supplying the gap 


John Bernard Byles, Esq., one of the Judges of her Ma- 
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jesty’s Court of Common Pleas, received the honour of Knight- 
hood on the 14th inst. 


anne + 
Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


EqutTaABLE WAsTE—PULLING-DowN Mansion Hovse— 
Cutting ORNAMENTAL TIMBER. 


Morris v. Morris, 6 W. R. 427; Halliwell v. Phillips, Id. 408. 


In our observations on the decision of the Lords Justices, in 
Micklethwait v. Micklethwait (5 W. R. 861),* we confined our- 
selves to the question, how far the existence or the contiguity 
of a mansion-house determined the ornamental character of 
trees, their Lordships having decided in that case, that, where 
the owner in fee of an estate with a mansion-house, about which 
trees had been planted for ornament, pulled down the house, 
having no intention of rebuilding it, a teuant for life under his 
will was entitled to cut down the trees. In most of the cases 
in which the cutting-down of timber is charged as equitable 
waste, the question narrows itself to this, viz. whether the trees 
were originally planted for the purposes of ornament; or, if 
that cannot be proved, whether—with whatever object they may 
have been planted—they were allowed to stand for such pur- 
poses ? Where such an intention is proved to the satisfaction 
of the Court, it will not inquire whether the result is what 
might have been desired; in other words, whether the testator 
or grantor has manifested good taste in his planting, or whether 
what he had intended to be ornamental may not be the con- 
trary ? In judging of the intention, where there are no other 
local indicia, the existence of a mansion-house, and its position 
with regard to the trees, have always been considerations of 
weight, but they are not the only ones. Where there is 
no such aid to the Court in coming to a conclusion, 
the Court does condescend to become an arbiter of taste, and goes 
so far sometimes as to adjudicate upon the ornamental character 
of a number of particular trees, taking them tree by tree if 
necessary, upon a reference to chambers, as in Halliwell v. 
Phillips. Indeed, unless in cases where the intention may be 
obviously inferred from the position and character of the trees, 
it is clear that the Court cannot avoid undertaking the task of 
deciding the question of intention, by having regard to what it 
conceives to be true principles of ornamental planting, and, 
where they have been observed, imputing to the grantor or 
testator the intention of planting for ornament. ‘The distinction 
then to be observed is, that where the intention is manifest it 
will be upheld, no matter with how little judgment or taste the 
attempt to carry it out has been made; but where it is to be 
inferred from less certain data, the Court will impute the inten- 
tion only where the result seems to warrant it. At the same 
time, it must always necessarily consider what actually was or 
must be supposed to have been the intention of the testator or 
grantor in planting the trees in question, or in allowing them 
to stand; and in such an inquiry, of course the acts of the 
testator or grantor in relation to the trees are not to be over- 
looked. 

Halliwell v. Phillips was a motion by a tenant in tail 
to restrain a tenant for life without impeachment of waste, 
from cutting certain plantations standing upon property 
which had been acquired by the testator by various purchases. 
It was argued, in support of the motion, that, as the testator 
had not felled the timber, he intended to have left it for orna- 
ment. Wood, V.C., however, was of opinion that such a pre- 
sumption was unwarranted by any of the authorities. “No 
one would doubt,” said his Honour, “that an avenue or vista 
was planted for ornament, and so, perhaps, as to clumps of 
trees. If the Court found a wood with a road ora drive 
through it, a temple or a seat erected, a view opened, &c., the 
intention of having it ornamented would be inferred; but there 
must be an intention of impressing an ornamental character 
upon the woods thus purchased at different periods,” which the 
evidence did not show in this case. The circumstance, there- 
fore, that a purchaser of land with trees standing thereon not 
having cut them down in his lifetime, is not sufficient of itself 
to lead to the inference that he allowed them to stand for orna- 
ment, so as to make a tenant for life chargeable for equitable 
waste if he cut them down. 

In Morris vy. Morris a tenant for life under a settlement 
pulled down the family mansion, and built another elsewhere 
on the settled property. ‘here was evidence that the settlor 
had contemplated abandoning the old mansion; and the deed 
of settlement contained powers of sale and exchange of the 

» 





estates comprised in it, including the mansion-house ; for 
-which reasons, Stuart, V. C., was of opinion that the tenant 
for life was not chargeable with equitable waste for pulling 
down the mansion- house. « 


PracticE—TRusTEE ACcTs. 
Davis v. Chanter, 6 W. R. 416. 

In this case Kindersley, V. C., appointed a new trustee in 
place of a surviving trustee who died in 1799. It was objected 
by a purchaser of the trust property that the Court -had not 
power to do so under the 32nd section of the Trustee Act, 
1850, or the 9th section of the Trustee Extension Act, 1852, 
which were the only two sections applicable to such a case. 
The former section empowers the Court to make an order 
appointing new trustees, either in substitution for, or in addi- 
tion to, any existing trustee or trustees, whenever it shall be 
expedient to do so, and at the same time difficult or imprac- 
ticable to do so without the assistance of the Court. It was 
considered that there was no power to make an order, under 
this section, for the appointment of a new trustee where there 
was no existing trustee (see In re Hazeldine, 16 Jur. 853). 
It was therefore provided by the 9th section of the Extension 
Act, that the Court might make such an order whether there 
was any existing trustee or not at the time of making such 
order. So that now the Court in either case can appoint a new 
trustee “ where it shall be expedient to appoint a new trustee, 
and it shall be found inexpedient, difficult, or impracticable, so 
to do without the assistance of the Court.” In the present 
case, the Vice-Chancellor made the order on the ground that, 
although it wonld have been possible to have obtained limited 
administration to the deceased trustee, yet that such a course 
would be attended with great difficulty and some expense, 


TrustEE Act, 1850—Orper Unper Sect. 22, VEsTING 
Rieut To Recetve DrvipEnNDs. 


Re Peyton's Settlement, 6 W. R. 429. 


The 22nd and 23rd sections of the Trustee Act, enable the 
Court under certain circumstances to make an order vesting 
the right to receive dividends on trust stock. The 22nd section 
provides for the case of a trustee being out of the jurisdiction; 
the 23rd for that of a trustee refusing or neglecting to act. In 
both of these sections the Statute empowers the Court, to vest 
the right to transfer the stock or to receive the dividends, 
without specifying whether the effect of the order is restricted to 
past dividends, or whether it may be made to include future 
dividends also. In Re Hartnell. 5 D. G. & Sim. 111, the question 
whether an order could be made under sect. 23, vesting the 
right to receive future dividends was decided in the negative, 
Parker, V.C., apparently considering that the object of the 
clause would be satisfied, by supplying the defect occasioned 
by the past default of the trustee, and that if the same default 
should occur again, a new application would be necessary. In 
a recent case (Re Seton’s Trusts, V. C. W., 23rd May, 1857, 
mentioned in 7'ripp'’s Forms, p. 227), an order was made under 
the Trustee Act, and the Extension Act, appointing new trus- 
tees in place of two who were dead, and vesting in the new 
trustees the right to transfer stock and to receive past and 
future dividends—the direction for future dividends being in- 
tended apparently to provide for any that might accrue before 
the completion of the transfer of the stock. In the present 
case the trustee was abroad, and it was not desired to remove 
him, but merely to provide for the receipt of dividends during 
his absence, leaving the stock untransferred. It was objected 
on the part of the bank, that the order ought not to extend 
beyond dividends already accrued, and that a fresh application 
should be made, in case it should be hereafter rendered neces- 
sary by the continued absence of the trustee. The Master of 
the Rolls, however, held that the decision of Parker, V.C., in 
the 23rd clause, was not conelusive as to the 22nd, and without 
expressing any opinion as to that decision, made an order under 
sect. 22, vesting the right to receive future as well as past 
dividends, 


Bit BY Heim TO SET ASIDE A W1LL—IssUE GRANTED ON 
Mor1on, 
% Bonser v. Bradshaw, 6 W. R. 427. 
An heir at law filed his bill to have a will set aside as a for- 
gery. ‘The heir then moved in the alternative for an issue 
devisavit vel non, or for liberty to proceed in ejectment. The 
defendant objected that the heir was not entitled to an issue on 
an interlocutory application, but Siwart, V.C., held that the 
case was one which must come before a jury, and made the 





* 1 Sol. J. 862. 


common order for an issue, the devisee to be plaintiff. 
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Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attorneps- 


Law or EvipenceE—DeEcLARATIQNS OF DecEaseD MeEm- 
BERS OF THE FamiLy IN Marrers OF PEDIGREE. 
Gee v. Ward, 7 Ell. & Bl. 509. 

This-was an action of ejectment, in which each party sought 
to prove that he was the heir of one J. G., a lunatic, who died 
in 1854; and the investigation gave rise to an interesting ques- 
tion as to the law of evidence. The defendant, in support of 
his case, offered, in evidence, the deposition of one M. S. (a de- 
ceased member of the family), made in the course of certain 
proceedings in lunacy which had been taken against J. G. in 
1806; and this being received under protest, the defendant 
obtained a verdict, and the plaintiff a rule for a new trial, on 
the ground of the improper receptfon of this ‘deposition. It 
was held, however, by the Court of Queen’s Bench, that such 
deposition came within the rule that, in cases of pedigree, there 
is an exception made to the common doctrine of hearsay not 
being admissible, and which, consequently, lets in the declara- 
tions of deceased members of the family made ante litem motam. 
In coming to this decision, the following conditions were re- 
cognised by the Court as those under which declarations are 
receivable—viz. First, They must be made by deceased mem- 
bers of the family, who, as such, are supposed to have had 
peculiar means of knowledge; and secondly, They must have 
been made before the arising of a dispute or controversy on the 
subject matter in question. In the case under discussion no 
doubt existed as to the fulfilment of the first of these conditions. 
The only question was, whether the declaration was excluded 
by reason of its having been made in the course of lunacy pro- 
ceedings in 1806, which no doubt were connected with the 
same matter now in controversy, viz. the sanity of J.G. But 
here the effect of another rule on this subject had to be con- 
sidered, viz. that the lis or controversy which, if moved before 
the declaration made, excludes its subsequent validity as evi- 
dence, must be on the very point which afterwards comes in 
question, not on some collateral point (see Freeman vy. Phillips, 
4 M.& S. 497, and Berkeley Peerage Case,4 Camp. 409). Now, 
in the case under discussion, there was no dispute as to the 
pedigree deposed to by M. G. until the year 1854, on the death 
of the lunatic. In the proceedings which were had in 
1806, this pedigree was taken as a fact, from the deposition of 
the living M. G., then sworn in due course. 

The Court of Queen’s Bench, in taking this distinction, have 
therefore, to a certain extent, narrowed the doctrine said to 
have been established in the Banbury Claim of Peerage Case 
(2 Sel., N. P., 755, 10th ed.), viz. that depositions in a former 
suit of chancery cannot be received in matters of pedigree here- 
after litigated between the same parties, as declarations of de- 
ceased members of the family. It would seem to be the rule, 
that they are so receivable, provided the point in dispute in the 
chancery and in the subsequent proceedings are not identical ; 
and the rule to this effect, which is laid down by Mr. Phillips, in 
his book upon evidence (vol. i. p. 206, 10th ed.), was expressly 
recognised by the Court, in the case under discussion, as being 
in their opinion correctly worded. 


INTERPLEADER IssuE—EXECUTION CREDITOR AND ASSIGNEE 
or Bitty OF SALE. 
Edwards y. English, 7 ¥1. & Bl. 564. 

The question in this case was, whether the execution creditor 
of one H., or one who claimed under a bill of sale given to 
secure money lent to H., was preferably entitled to certain goods 
seized by the sheriff. it appeared that the claimant under the 
bill of sale had made the advance subject to a prior bill of sale 
tg another party, which bill not being filed as required by the 
statute 17 & 18 Vict. c. 36,6. 1, had been held void as against 
any creditor who should issue process. Accordingly, the exe- 
cution creditor, who now claimed the goods, successfully avoided 
this previous bill; aud it was now urged on his behalf, that the 
claimant under the second Vill of sale (which had been duly 
registered) had only an equitable interest in the goods of H., 
subject to the interest of him whose bill of sale had not been 
registered. In this view, however, the Court would not concur, 
as they refused to hold that the existence of a prior bill of 
sale void against an execution creditor because not registered, 
had the effect of defeating all subsequent bills of sale, though 

yerly registered. The fact of the claimant under a second 

nL of wale not having a strict legal right to the property of H. 
until the first lender was paid off, by no means showed that the 
yperty comprised in such bill of sale was liable to he seized 
by Caneution ‘bs toH. The principle on which this 
case procested was long ago in Carne vy. Brice 








(7 Mee. & W. 183), and more recently in Gadsden v. Barrow 
(9 Exch. 514); viz. that different bills of sale comprising the sate 
property are good according to their dates and respective vali- 
dity, as against an execution creditor of the original owner of 
the property. In those cases, it is true, the issue was somewhat 
differently framed; but it was held in the case under discus- 
sion, that the form of an interpleader issue was immaterial, its 
only object being to inform the conscience of the Court. 


BREACH OF WARRANTY—PROPER MANNER OF ASSESSING 
THE DAMAGES. 


Simons vy. Patchett, 7 Ell. & Bl. 568. 


This is a useful addition to the somewhat slender group of 
decisions as to the proper mode of assessing the damages in an 
action for a breach of warranty. The defendant had con- 
tracted, as agent for R. & Co., to purchase of the plaintiff a 
steam vessel, then building, at the price of £6,000. But R. & 
Co. repudiated this contract, as having been made in excess of 
authority; of which the plaintiff had notice, but not till after 
he had incurred certain expenses in fitting up the ship in a 
particular manner, according to the directions he had received 
from the agent. It was now urged, on behalf of the defendant, 
that the value of these fittings alone were what he was respon- 
sible for; and that he was not liable to pay, in addition, the 
difference between the price at which the vessel was contracted 
to be sold, and that for which she was actually disposed of. On 
the other side, the doctrine which has been laid down on two 
separate occasions by the Court of Exchequer (in Alder v. 
Keighley, 15 ;M. & W. 117, and Hadley vy. Baxendale, 9 Exch. 
341), was insisted on, viz. that the amount which would have 
been received if the contract had been kept is the measure of 
damages if the contract is broken. To this doctrine the Court 
of Queen’s Bench now acceded, observing upon, and distin- 
guishing, the “ rather anomalous” rule prevailing in the case of 
the sale of real estates; in which it is the custom to limit the 
damages when the sale goes off for want of title in the vendor, 
to the actual expenses incurred (see Flureau v. Thornhill, 2 W. 
Bl. 1,078; Robinson v. Harman, 1 Exch. 850, 855). In such a case 
as that under discussion (the Court remarked), no such custom 
could be set up, and, therefore, the general rule of law must 
prevail, and the amount of damages be assessed according to 
the direct consequences of the breach of contract. 

It was argued, and admitted hy the Court, that the damages 
recoverable from an agent for a breach of warranty—as for 
wrongly asserting that he had due authority to contract—were 
not identical with those which would be recoverable from a prin- 
cipal, on his failure to fulfil a valid contract to purchase, into 
which his agent had entered within the limits of his authority. 
In the last case, the damages recoverable by the seller would, 
in some measure, depend upon the solvency of the real buyer; 
but that element does not intervene in such an action as that 
under discussion. 


Accipent — Evrect OF NEGLIGENCE OF PLAINTIFF— 
STATEMENT OF GROUND ON Rue NIsi FoR New TRIAL 
—Pracrice ON APPEAL. 

Tuff v. Warman, 2 ©. B. (N. 8.) 740. 

This was an action against the defendant for having so neg- 
ligently navigated a steam-boat on the Thames as to injure the 
barge of the plaintiff; and in the course of the argument of a 
rule for a new trial, which had been obtained on the ground of 
misdirection at nisi prius, several points of interest arose for 
discussion, 

In leaving the case to the jury, the judge told them that if 
both parties were equally to blame, and the accident the result 
of their joint negligence, the plaintiff could not recover; that if 
the negligence or default of the plaintiff was in any degree the 
proximate of the damage, he could not recover, however great 
may have been the negligence of the defendant; but that if the 
negligence of the plaintiff was only remotely connected with the 
accident, then it was a question for them whether the defen- 
dant might not have avoided it by the exercise of ordinary care. 
This direction, it was now contended, was faulty, and that the 
jury should rather have been told that if they thought the 
plaintiff, either proximately or remotely, contributory to the 
accident, he doald not recover; and that the proper test for 
determining this question was, whether,by the exercise of ordi- 
nary care, he might have avoided the collision, notwithstanding 
the negligence of the defendant, The Court, however, con- 
curred in the correctness of the judge's divection, holding that 
the cases supported it with regard to the law of accidents in 
general (see particularly Davies v. Mann, 10 Mee, & W. 546); 
and that the usual rule was not altered, in reference to 
by the Merchant Shipping Act, 1854, or other 
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enactments (see Morrison v. The General Steam Navigation 
Company, 8 Exch. 733; Dowell v. Same, 5 Ell. & Bl. 195). 

Another point which incidentally arose in this case was, that 
the rule nisi for the new trial did not contain (as re- 
quired by the 33rd section of the Common Law Pro- 
cedure Act, 1854), a short statement of the grounds 
on which it was granted. Upon this defect being commented 
on by the Court on the rule coming on for argument, it was 
answered by counsel that “it was impossible to state shortly 
what was the particular objection to the summing up of the 
learned judge. Error pervaded the whole of it, though the part 
which was the most objectionable was that in which the learned 
judge told the jury, &c.” The Court apparently silently sub- 
mitted to this sweeping reflection, on the summing up of 
Mr. Justice Willes, and the objection does not appear to have 
been pressed on the other side, It had, indeed, been already 
determined that such defect in a rule for a new trial may be 
amended by the Court (Grayson v. Andrews, 10 Exch. 472). 

The case under discussion also supplies some information as 
to the practice on appeal. The Court having discharged the 
rule for a new trial, application was made on behalf of the 
defendant for leave to appeal. Against this it was urged that 
the correctness of the direction had in effect been already 
decided by the Court of: Queen’s-Bench in the case of Dowell v. 
The General Steam’ Navigation Company, ‘and that the amount 
of damages was small. The Court, however, said that the 
amount of datnages was not a matter’ to be taken into conside- 
ration, and that as the point was one of great importance, and 
had never been decided by a court of error, the appeal would 
be granted; and they also, on the application of defendant's 
counsel, allowed the rule nisi to be amended, and settled the 
points themselves, so as to secure that they were involved in 
their judgment. 

onerte sarin 


Cases in the Brobate Court. 


Pornts OF PRACTICE. 


In the Goods of Cadywold, T., 6 W. R. 374; of Ludlow, S. IZ, 
id. 409; and of Wilmott, J. P., id. 

The question which arose in the first of these cases was, as 
to the effect of marriage and the birth of a child on a will 
made (before the New Will Act), in contemplation ofa marriage 
shortly after solemnized, and which Was intended to provide for 
the wife and the issue thereof. This was held to operate as a 
revocation, on the authority of Marston v. Doe d. Fox (8 A. & 
E. 14), a decision which abrogated the old rule of the Eccle- 
siastical Courts, recognised in Kennebel v. Scrafton (2 East 
541), under which the will would be valid. Of course, if this wil 
had been made since 1838, the question here raised could not 
have been mooted, as there is an express prevision in 7 Will. 4, 
& 1 Vict. c. 26 (sect. 18), that marriage, even unaccompanied 
With issue, will revoke a will previously executed. 

In the goods of S. H. Ludlow, in making an application for 
administration with the will annexed, it was sought to include 
in the probate certain alterations in the original will, the object 
which would be, to make a specific bequest therein contained 
to the person taking out administration operate as a general 
residuary bequest. The application was refused by the Court. 
A similar fate attended a petition in the goods of J. P. Wilmott, 
to the effect that a certain memorandum, made on a will below 
the subscription, should be admitted to probate, to which 
memorandum a codicil, subsequently written and executed on 
the same sheet of paper, made no reference. The solicitor who 
drew the will deposed that the memorandum in question had 
been written on the paper, immediately below the place in- 
tended for the testator’s signature, before it had beon forwarded 
to him for execution; but Sir C. Cresswell said, that this affi- 
davit, if he allowed himself to be influenced by it, would be to 
allow parol evidence to affect a written instrument. 


eae 
Professional Lntelligence. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW 
ASSOCIATION. 
A meeting of the managing committee was held on Wednes- 
, the 10th ult. 
ters were read from Mr, Coombs, of Dorchester, and from 
Mr, Munby, President of the Yorkshire Law Society, on Costs 
in Criminal Prosec' 


au utions. 
A statement was read to accompany the svales of costs pay- 





able to attorneys and witnesses on criminal prosecutions at 
assizes and sessions, as proposed by the committee, and agreed 
to by the Incorporated Law Society. 

The statement was referred to a sub-committee to be settled. 

A letter was read from Mr. St. Patrick, of Bristol, concurring 
generally with the principles of the Report on Registration of 
Title, but objecting to invest the Chief Registrar with judicial 
functions, and recommending the profession to watch carefully 
any Bill in Parliament founded on the plan. 

A letter was read from Mr. Eden, of Liverpool, containing 
twelve reasons for opposing the plan of Registration of Title. 

A letter was read from Mr. Day, of Lincoln’s-inn, suggesting 
modifications as regards the system of caveats. 

The grounds of (partial or entire) opposition to the plan 
suggested in the last-mentioned letters were reported to be as 
follows :— 

1. That no analogy exists between stock in the funds and land, and that 
it would be extremely difficult, if not impossible, to carry out the com- 
missioners’ plan without a total change in the law of real property. 

2. That even if registration of title could be shown to be free from objec- 
tion in point of principle (which it cannot), it would be useless to the many 
(viz. those who buy land with the idea of holding it for the benefit of them- 
selves and their families), while its alleged advantages would be enjoyed 
by the few, viz. speculators in land, who might, it is admitted, obtain 
advantages from it. 

3. That it is inexpedient to vest judicial functions in the registrar, as the 
report, while professing to confer on him purely ministerial duties, proposes 
todo. Aland tribunal, with avowed judicial functions, would be far better 
if the principle of conveying land by judicial assurance is admitted. 

4. That the system of caveats would be insufficient as a protection to 
beneficial interests, and would produce litigation and expense. 


A petition of the Bristol Law Society was read in favour of 
Lord St. Leonards’ Transfer of Estate Simplification Bill. 

The annual report of the Bristol Law Society for the year 
ending 1857 was read. 

The Transfer of Land Bill of Lord Cranworth was read and 
considered. 

A draft petition in favour of the Bill was adopted, and referred 
to a sub-committee to be settled. 

Lord St. Leonards’ Transfer of Estate Simplification Bill was 
read and considered. 

A draft petition in favour of the Bill was adopted, and referred 
to a sub-committee to be settled. 

Lord St. Leonards’ Trustee Relief Bill was read and con- 
sidered. 

A draft petition in favour of the Bill was adopted, and referred 
to a sub-committee to be settled. 

Letters from Mr. Acland, and from the Vice-Chancellor of 
the University of Oxford, were read, acknowledging the resolu- 
tion forwarded to the University by the committee in reference 
to middle-class examinations. 

It was reported that a quantity of papers had been recently 
stolen from the Registrar's Office of the Court of Chancery. 

The matter was referred to the equity committeé, to con- 
sider what steps should be taken for the better custody of 
papers at the Registrar's, and also at the Accountant-General’s, 

The secretary was instructed to prepare the draft annual 
report, and circulate it as in former years. 

The meeting adjourned to the 17th ult. 





An adjourned meeting of the managing committee was held 
on Wednesday, the 17th ult. 

The equity committee, in pursuance of the reference to them 
at the last meeting, presented the following report :— 


REPORT OF THE Equity COMMITTEE. 

The equity committee have carefully considered the subject of the ens- 
tody of papers at the Registrar’s and Accountant-General’s Offices referred 
to them by the general committee. They have communicated with the 
pray ese whose papers are said to have been stolen, and they beg to repert 
as follows :— 

1. That the extensive robbery of valuable papers and orders which ap- 
pears now to take place at the Registrar's and Accountant-General’s Offices 
is not only a grievance to the suitors of the Court, which the authorities of 
the Court should be requested to take immediate steps te remedy, dat is 
also an indication of the existence of a want of business system and manage- 
ment, which also calls for thorough investigation. 

2. That the grievance complained of is mainly attributable to the cen- 
fined space ot those offices, and to the want of proper subordinate assistance, 

3. That the practice of the equity courts as to the drawing up and passing 
of orders is extremely objectionable, and that the system pursued at the 
Accountant-General’s Office with regard to the custody the orders of 
the, yee is also objectionable, and that better arrangements could be 
easily made, 

4, That a memorial embodying the substance of tie aes report be 
prepared by the equity committee, signed by the chairman. ted 
to the Lord Chancellor. 


The report was adopted, and the same committee were re- 
quested to prepare and prosent the memorial te the Lord 
Chancellor, 


The Chairman was requested to write te the Lord Chancellor, 
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conveying the congratulations of the committee for themselves 
and the members of the association on his elevation to the high 
position he now so worthily occupies. 


Norice. 

Tue AnnvAL GENERAL MEETING will be held on Wednes- 
day, April 21, at 2 o'clock. After the meeting the members 
will dine together at Radley’s Hotel, Bridge-street, Blackfriars. 
Tickets for the dinner, 7s. 6d. (without wine), may be obtained 
at the offices of the association. 





Costs ON CRIMINAL PROSECUTIONS. 


The following is the statement referred to in the proceedings 
of the committee of the 10th of March:— 

The subject of the remuneration of attorneys for conducting 
criminal prosecutions has, for some time, occupied the attention 

of the managing committee of the Metropolitan and Provincial 
Law Association. 

In the year 1851, the committee were requested to endea- 
vour to effect some improvement in the scale of costs allowed 
to attorneys for the prosecution of public offenders; and in a 
communication made to the Treasury upon the subject, they 
pointed out the injurious effects resulting to the public and the 
profession from the very inadequate remuneration paid to those 
engaged in criminal prosecutions. 

The Government shortly afterwards introduced and carried 
a Bill, by which the Secretary of State was empowered to make 
regulations as to the scales of payment of costs to be allowed 
to prosecutors and witnesses. This Act (the 14 & 15 Vict. 
c. 55) took away the power of making regulations as to costs 
formerly exercised by justices in quarter sessions, and vested it 
in the Government. 

The committee took no further steps in the matter till last 
year, when they stated in their annual report that they had 
received numerous complaints from several country members of 
the association of the course pursued by the Treasury, in 
superseding the functions of the recognised taxing officers of the 
courts by sending round to the different assizes and sessions 
gentlemen styled “ Examiners,” to tax costs, a duty which pro- 
perly belonged to the clerks of assize and the clerks of the 
peace. A circular was accordingly issued to the different law 
societies, inviting opinions as to the best course to be pursued to 
secure for the profession a fair scale of allowance. Replies to 
this circular suggested that the council of the Incorporated 
Law Society and the managing committee of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association should agree upon a scale, and 
submit it to the Treasury. 

The scales which were printed in this Journal of the 13th 
March last, were therefore prepared and sent to the Treasury. 

There is reason to believe, however, that the scale of 
‘allowances to witnesses, just issued by Sir George Grey, 
will be followed by a similar scale for attorneys. The 
“Examiners” have sketched out and printed certain scales 
of costs, copies of which have been obtained and con- 
sidered by the two societies. ‘These scales propose to allow 
an attorney no more, in any case, than three guineas for collect- 
ing and investigating evidence and preparing brief, no matter 
what may be the importance of the case and the skill displayed 
in dealing with it. In ordinary cases, the allowance proposed 
is one guinea, when it is notorious that the attorney's expenses 
per day in the assize town must amount to that gum at least. 
At the sessions the “ Examiners” require the attorney to take 

13s. 4d. for getting up the brief, and 13s. 4d. for a day’s attend- 
ance, from sometimes nine in the morning till eight or nine at 
night, to conduct the case in court. 

This scale has not yet been sanctioned by the Government; 
but if it be, no respectable attorney can undertake prosecutions, 
which will therefore necessarily fall into the hands of the lowest 
and most incompetent class of attorneys. 

If cases are to be well prepared, and if respectable practi- 
tioners are to be expected to engage in criminal business, the 
seale of costs must be framed on a fair and liberal principle, so 
as to afford fair and adequate remuneration. 

The scale proposed by the “ Examiners” is to apply appa- 
rently to every case without distinction; but it is clear no 
amount of ingenuity or ability can devise a scale applicable to 
every case, as contingencies will arise in the course of « prose- 
eution for which no foresight can provide. A discretion, there- 
fore, must be left to meet the exigencies of particular cases; 
and this discretion ought to be vested in the recognised taxing 
officers (the clerks of assize, and the clerks of the peace at 
sessions) subject to the supervision of the Court. 

The scales agreed on by the two societies have bien drawn 





with the view of obtaining for criminal business fair remu- 
neration; and in settling the scales, the two societies have 
come to the conclusion, that perhaps the best mode of deter. 
mining the amount of costs to be allowed on prosecutions is 
by the number of witnesses. 

An objection urged against this mode is, that opportunity 
would be afforded for crowding a case with unnecessary witnesses 
in order to swell the allowance. This, however, might be met 
by empowering the taxing officer to disallow costs where, in 
his opinion, witnesses who had not been bound over to appear 
by the committing magistrate had been unnecessarily sub- 
peenaed. 

The scales further propose, that in cases of importance and 
in cases of more than ten witnesses, the allowance for brief 
should be in the discretion of the Court or taxing officer. The 
fee for attending court for attorneys residing in the assize town 
is put at one guinea for the first case, and 13s. 4d. each other 
case; and non-resident attorneys are given an additional guinea 
for expenses and first-class travelling fare. 

The scales, it is believed, would, if adopted, put the costs of 
prosecutions on a much more satisfactory footing than at pre- 
sent. 


Correspondence. 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 

Lord Chancellor Napier took his seat for the first time on the 
bench on the 8th instant, the Court of Chancery having, during 
the recess, been subjected to some slight alterations devised 
with the view of bringing the judges’ seats nearer to the bar, 
and more within range of hearing. The case of Keogh v. Bar- 
rington, at hearing before his Lordship, sitting with Lord Justice 
Blackburne, is an appeal from the Court of Probate, and in. 
volves the validity of the will of the late Mr. J. R. Power. 
This document was prepared by the defendant, Sir M. Barring- 
ton, Bart., an eminent Dublin solicitor, and contains a residuary 
bequest in his own favour; and the residue being of very con- 
siderable value, the will is impeached by the next of kin of the 
deceased. Probate was decreed by the Court below, and the 
relatives of the deceased thereupon brought this appeal. After 
hearing lengthened arguments of counsel, the Court reserved its 
judgment. 

The very tedious magisterial inquiry into the Trinity College 
affray of the 12th of March has resulted in the committal for 
trial of several of the police, aud also of several of the College 
students. The only point of any interest occurring throughout 
the investigation was a magnanimous attempt on the part of 
Colonel Browne, the chief of the police, to concentrate the 
blame on himself, he declaring that he alone was responsible 
for an actioii which he most deeply regretted. Whether this 
unexpected avowal will have any effect on the approaching 
trials remains to be seen; but there is a very general feeling 
abroad, that any further litigation will be unproductive of 
benefit to any but the professional gentlemen concerned in it, 

Great Britain has been described as the paradise of the in- 
debted. Such is the lenity of our insolvency code, that the 
only serious objection that can be said to stand in the way of 
somewhat general recourse to it, is the disagreeable publicity 
given to the proceedings of the Insolvent Court through the 
medium of the public journals. Modern ingenuity has, how- 
ever, discovered a method of evading this publicity, and of thus 
obtaining all the benefits of a “ discharge,” without its draw- 
back. ‘The modus operandi is as follows:—The English debtor 
has only to come over to Dublin for two or three weeks, pro- 
cure a friendly arrest, file his petition in insolvency, and “go 
through” the Court quietly; for no one knows him here, and 
his friends in England are hardly likely to hear anything of 
the occurrence. An easier mode of proceeding, undoubtedly, is 
to travel down to some provincial town, and seek the 
offices of a county court judge on circuit; but experience has 
shown, that, although a more tedious, it is a far more secure 
course to place the Channel between the debtor and his English 
connexions. Hence, the frequent instances of English insolvent 
cases heard in Dublin, especially in former years, when the 
Court was distinguished for its eas» going qualities, and its 
general conduct, anything but severe towards the very worst 
of its suppliants, 

The abolition of the insolvent court ag a distinct tribunal, a 
very valuable measure of reform completed ca me threw 
upon the bankruptcy judges the entire of the insolvency busi- 
ness, while it simp the practice and diminished the ex- 
pense of proceedings. The umalgamated Court of Bankruptcy 
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and Insolvency is found to be far more rigorous towards unde- 
serving suitors, more averse to all who seek to take unfair 


advantage of its procedure, ‘The learned and experienced 
judge of the new Court of Bankruptcy and Insolvency, on 
Saturday last, Raiios an intention of checking the abuse re- 
ferred to. The first case before him was that of an innkeeper 
from Stockport, whose discharge was opposed on behalf of an 
English creditor, on the ground that a cqllusive arrest had been 
obtained in Treland, while all the creditors resided in England. 
Judge Macan said, that, whatever the motive—whether to defeat 
ereditors or not—there was a growing practice among English 
insolvents of coming over to this country, a practice which 
should receive no countenance from him. Such cases should 
be brought before the Insolvent Court in England, as it was 
most unfair to put creditors to the expense of so long a journey. 
The petition must be dismissed, and no new petition should be 
received for twelve months. ‘This dismissal would not prevent 
the applicant from obtaining relief in England. 

The next case determined by the Court on the same day was 
that of an individual formerly an officer in the army, and more 
recently an agent, having offices in Oxford-street and Trafalgar- 
square, London. ‘This insolvent was refused his discharge, 
the judge holding that the debts came within the penal sec- 
tions of the Act, having been contracted without either the 


intention of paying them, or of means for so doing, and two of 


them in particular having been fraudulently contracted. Soine 
very severe remarks were made by his Honour on the conduct 
of this insolvent, 

It is clear enough, that, as far as the control of Judge Macan 
extends, the abuse will be checked. ‘The question, however, 
remains—whether an effectual and permanent remedy should 
not be provided by the Legislature, in the shape of an enact- 
ment that a previous residence of several months in the vicinity 
of the court to which an insolvent debtor applies, should be 
required as a condition precedent to his discharge. 


Tue GENERAL ReGistry OF AssURANCES (IRELAND). 

Although the project for the Registration of Title secured 
the almost unanimous approval of the late commission, and a 
Registry: of Assurances found no favour at their bands, the 
last-mentioned plan is not without its advocates. It is believed 
by many that the present Attorney-General (Sir F. Kelly) 
whose zeal for a reform in our real property code is undoubted, 
is in favour of a Registry of Assurances; and if this be the 
case, having now the power as well as the inclination to do 
something, it is by no means impossible that a measure may be 
framed by that learned gentleman during his tenure of office. 
Whether any assistance might be afforded by existing registries 
of deeds remains to be seen. The general registry which has 
so long existed in Ireland cannot, at all events, be held up us a 
perfect model for imitation, its design having been originally 
defective, while its administration has been up to a very recent 
period still more open to censure. 

The Irish general registry has been in operation since the 
year 1708, having been originated by stat. 6 Anne, c. 2. Some 
alterations in the system were introduced by stat. 2 & 3 Will. 
4, ¢. 87, chiefly with a view of enforcing greater particularity 
in the ‘description and indexing of the property comprised in 
the deeds brought in for registry, Stat. 11 & 12 Vict. ¢. 120, 
enables the Lords of the ‘Treasury to make any further changes 
in the mode of registering deeds, &c., that may be considered 
expedient; and in exercise of this power, several alterations in 
matters of detail have since been introduced under various 
Treasury minutes. By the same statute no judgments ob- 
tained since July, 1850, will affect land unless they are regis- 
tered in the General Registry Office, in the manner therein 
pointed out; nor will any Judgment obtained prior to that date 
affect land unless re-registered in like manner. It is further 
provided, that when any judgment is paid off, and a certificate 
to that effect is intend to the Registrar of Deeds, he shall 
cause & memorandum of satisfaction to be entered in the books 
of his office. ‘The Act requiring the registration of judgments 
ag above, has been found to work very advantageously; and it 
would haye proved still more so had Crown bonds, recog- 
nizances, and other charges for which lenders and purchasers 
are obliged to search, been required to be registered in the same 
manner, 

Deeds are registered by lodging in the office the original in- 
strument, together with a memorial thereof on parchment, 
under the hand and seal of some one or more of the parties 
thereto; the execution of both deed and memorial being verified 
by the aflidavit of one of the attesting witnesses, After com- 
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registration, with a reference to the book, &c. It would 
appear necessary that this certificate should be sealed as well 
as signed, as extensive frauds have been perpetrated by means 
of counterfeit certificates of registration. The entire number 
of deeds on the registry is estimated at over three quarters of 
a million; and this number is being angmented at the rate of 
about ten thousand annually. 

The following, among other, points as to which improve- 
ments might be effected in the general registry, are sugges 
in a small publication, apparently written by one who has a 
practical acquaintance with the working of the registry office.* 

Mortgages are frequently registered, and afterwards paid off. 
The evidence of the mortgage remains, but that of the discharge 
of the debt is, after some years, perhaps not forthcoming: in 
many instances the reconveyance being Tost, or none having 
been executed. The registrar should be empowered to enter a 
memorandum of satisfaction, which should have all the effect 
of a reconveyance. 

The practice of lodging memorials so framed as to omit the 
locality in which lands, &c., are situate, has rendered an index 
of “ General Acts” also necessary; many of the deeds placed 
in this index are as vague and indefinite in their parcels as can 
be imagined:—“ All the estate, real and personal, of which 
A. B, died possessed,” being a specimen of them. Another cir- 
cuwstance, detracting much from the utility of the registry, is, 
that thousands of conveyances, settlements, &c., are so regis- 
tered as to show by these memorials only that the conveyaace, 
&c., was made to trustees, “on the trusts therein mentioned.” 
Such memorials, instead of supplying the loss of deeds, fre- 
quently bring doubt ea titles, no means existing, in many cases, 
of ascertaining what the trusts were; a purchaser has thus 
express notice of a deed, but no way of finding out what are 
the contents of that deed, 

It is impossible to withhold assent from the proposition that 
if this registry is to be made complete, vast numbers of im- 
portant matters constantly occurring on titles should be regis- 
tered, as well as ordinary deeds, Wills are seldom registered 
here. Administrations and grants of probate, through which 
title is made to chattel property, are not registered. Vesting 
orders in bankruptcy and insolvency, and private Acts of Parlia- 
ment, decrees in Chancery, and judgments in ejectment, are also 
exempt from registration. Disentailing deeds are required by 
the Fines and Recoveries Act to be enrolled in Chancery, but 
are frequently not registered. It has been proposed to perfect 
the system by requiring all these to be registered, and also by 
requiring the heir at law, on whom-land has descended, to 
register this devolution by affidavit. It is worthy of remark, 
that the beautiful series of ordnance maps (drawn on the scale 
of six inches, and of one inch to the mile) of the whole of 
Ireland, might, if made use of for the purposes of the registry, 
assist very greatly in promoting aceuracy. There can be no doubt 
that to those maps may be attributed, to a great degree, the 
freedom from error which has characterised the proceedings in 
the Incumbered Estates Court. To render a general registry 
of deeds really serviceable, every deed should be registered at 
full length; and a copy of, or reference to the ordnance map, 
should be added whenever land forms the subject matter of the 
instrument. 

BS Se 


Rebiew. 


A Manual of the Practice of Conveyancing. By G. W. GREEN- 
woop. Second Edition. London: Stevens & Norton, 1858. 





Mr. Greenwood’s book fills a niche of its own in the convey- 
ancer’s library. It does not enter into any kind of competition 
with elaborate treatises, like Bythewood and Davidson, or even 
with the more compendious work of Mr. Prideaux, which we had 
lately an occasion to review. All these aim chiefly at supply- 
ing precedents and collecting authorities, to assist the practi- 
tioner actually engaged in advising or drafting in the course of 
conveyancing business, Mr. Greenwood does, indeed, give some 
precedents generally of a simple description, or else intended to 
elucidate the practical suggestions which form the essence of 
his work; and many cases will, no doubt, occur in ordinary 
practice for which this collection of forms will suffice, But the 
speciality of the book is the first portion of the text, which is 
designed to show the course of practice in solicitors’ offices, 
relating to the daily routine of conveyancing business. 

This is exactly what an inexperienced solicitor or articled 
clerk would desire to assist him in gaining familiarity with the 
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duties which he will have to perform in that important part of 
his professional business which relates to the transfer of real 
and other property. Any treatise which fills a gap previously 
vacant has a much better prospect of being in constant demand 
than one which merely enters the field as a rival of a score of 
predecessors; ‘and, even if Mr. Greenwood’s execution of his 
task had been less able than it is, the happy choice and 
limitation of the subject matter would probably have 
secured it a fair share of popularity. But the book de- 
serves higher praise than belongs merely to its general 
conception ; for the ‘clear explanations and practical good 
sense embodied in its unpretending pages are precisely what the 
specific purpose of the Manual called for. Although a good 
deal of useful law crops out continually, there is no ambitious 
attempt to make a manual do duty for a theoretical treatise. 
Such overleaping of the mark would have destroyed the value 
of the book, which consists in the practical guidance which it 
offers to those who have not yet thoroughly mastered the branch 
of practice to which it relates. Under each successive head of 
agreements, sales, purchases, mortgages, and so on, it tells the 
solicitor the points as to which he should be on his guard; 
suggests the most business-like way of carrying through his 
work; warns him of the pitfalls which may endanger the 
success of the transaction; and gives excellent counsel as to the 
manner in which he may most effectually protect his client, and 
do eredit to himself. It will be understood from this descrip- 
tion, that nearly all that Mr. Greenwood has jotted down must 
be, or, at least, ought to be, familiar knowledge to all solicitors 
in considerable practice, though even some of them may find a 
hint here and there which may assist them in the conduct of 
business. But the Manual is addressed especially to young 
practitioners, and to those who have not yet completed 
their course of pupilage. It is an educational as well 
as a practical compendium, and it conveys that special 
kind of information which the student has generally the 
greatest difficulty in discovering from books. Nine-tenths 
of the advice which it contains is ccmposed of those 
pieces of practical information which an articled clerk generally 
seeks from the mouth of his employer, and a careful study of 
these pages would probably arm a diligent clerk with as much 
useful knowledge as he might otherwise take years of desultory 
questioning and observing to acquire. Perhaps it is impossible 
for any book to transfer bodily to the reader the mature expe- 
rience given by long and extensive practice; but all that can 
be done to put an old bead upon young shoulders is effected 
(so far as its own subject is concerned) by Mr. Greenwood's 
lucid and business-like Manual. 

The general method pursued is well adapted to the practical 
object of the book. ‘The author, as it were, brings a piece of 
actual business to his reader. A client, who intends to bid at 
an auction, brings the conditions of sale, and wants to know 
whether he may safely purchase; or another, who has been less 
cautious, brings a concluded agreement, and leaves it to his 
solicitor to get the best title which the conditions will allow. 
Or perhaps it is a vendor who desires to have conditions pre- 
pared for a contemplated sale; or a trader who requires advice 
and guidance in negotiating a partnership, a dissolution, or in 
effecting a composition with creditors. Under these and a mul- 
titude of other circumstances of everyday occurrence in a soli- 
citor’s practice, the Manual briefly notes down the best mode 
of setting about the business, the routine practice in the 
course of it, and the occasions when a reference to counsel 
is judicious for the security of the client, or the protection of 
the solicitor himself, and adds a reference to the treatises where 
a detailed examination of this or that point of practice or law 
is to be found. We cannot, by any general description, convey 
«o good an idea of Mr. Greenwood’s mode of handling his sub- 
ject as by quoting one of the many passages in which he intro- 
duces a new topic. Any of them will serve equally well; we 
will take that which relates to the carrying out of a verbal 
contract already entered into. 

If your client informs you that he has verbally agreed to purchase an 
estate, then, if he has not already done so, write to the vendor or his soli- 
citor for the draft of the proposed contract; it is, as I have before stated, 
the practice of the vendor's solicitor to prepare the contract, he being of 
course the better acquainted with the title and the stipulations necessary 
to protect lis client. When you receive the draft, if you have not 
viously been ae on the subject, go through it with your client, 


in order to see that the price, the property, the burdens thereon, and the 
time of completion, are correctly described ; all this will be for the consi- 
deration of yonr client. Your duty will be to advise him as to the effect of 
the clauses you find inserted in the draft; these clauses will, doubtiess, be 
very much the same as those in ordinary sale, but this you 
will not consent to, as therc is a material difference between purchasing an 
estate at an auction and purchasing one by private comers i in the former 


‘of the property, he has a perfect right to require a 





cate a purchaser ki.ows the terms under which he is purchasing, and is 
sometiines content to purchase even under stringent conditions as to title 


and evidence of title, in the hope that he may make a good bargain ; but 
in the latter case there is no chance of getting a the terms as to 
price being agreed upon between the vendor and purchaser with their 
open, and as, generally, the latter is compelled to give the full market 

title to be 
shown at the vendor’s expense; in other words, as the vendor gets 
value of the property, he ought not to be allowed to fix the purchaser with 
any part of the expense of deducing a good title. In this case, however, 
as in many others, you will find that great tact is required on your part ; 
the vendor may be an over-reaching man and your client may not, but, on 
the contrary, he may be so’desirous of becoming the-purchaser of the 
perty that he may not feel disposed to be very strict as to the conditions 
under which he may become the purchaser. our course under such cir- 
cumstances is a clear one ; lay before your client the consequences of his 
entering into such a contract, and explain to him fully the meaning of the 
clauses in it. If he elects, notwithstanding your advice, to become the 
purchaser on such terms, he is at perfect liberty to do so, he runs the risk 
and incurs the expense, you will content yourself with having performed 
your duty, and the matter will proceed. 

We might have found many passages which enter somewhat 
more into legal discussions than the one we have selected, but 
we have chosen it as an average specimen of the practical sug- 
gestions which give the character to the book. The absence of 
anything beyond the common maxims which experience would 
have imprinted on the mind of a solicitor familiar with his 
work, seems to us a much greater recommendation than any 
minute and elaborate disquisitions. 

Some of the precedents given are intended to serve as models of 
the common form framework in which the substance of an agree- 
ment or other document ought to beset. Others are specimens, and 
very creditable specimens, of methodical arrangement and clear 
expression, the two great safeguards against legal slips. The 
common conditions of sale suitable to particular circumstances, 
with some simple conveyances, mortgages, leases, and the like, 
complete the volume of which we are glad to be able to add 
this commendation, which students especially will know how to 
appreciate, that it is comprised in less than 500 not very closely 
printed pages of small octavo. Altogether, it comes much 
nearer to the ideal of a practical Manual than most of the legal 
works which have been published under similar designations. 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Monday, April 12. 
TRANSFER OF EsTATE SIMPLIFICATION BILL. 

On the bringing up of the report of amendments on this 
Bill, 

Lord CraNwortH said, that this Bill would introduce a 
serious innovation in the law of this country without any 
adequate object. By the law as it stood at present a person 
who had a right to property must assert. that right within forty 
years. The Bill provided, that at the end of thirty years the 
title of the purchaser of an estate should be absolutely complete 
against all the world ; but practically such a provision would 
not render the position of the purchaser any safer than it was 
at present. No man would give a shilling more for an 
estate merely because after the lapse of thirty years his title 
could not be attacked. What a purchaser wanted was, that he 
might be able to buy an estate with the same security as 
he could buy a horse or a watch. ‘The measure would there- 
fore yield no practical advantage to the purchaser, and on that 
ground he moved the omission of the first clause. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE concurred in the objections of his noble 
friend. 

Lord CampBELL thought the proposal was an innovation, 
which, instead of being an improvement, would be the reverse. 

Lord St. Leonarps said that if the Bill was recommitted 
he would show that his proposal was a reasonable one. No 
man was more careful of the rights of individuals than he was. 
He had always legislated on conservative principles, and was 
not likely to do anything that would disturb the security of 
property. ‘The present term was forty years in words, but in 
practice it might be 100 years. His noblefriend said that nobody 
would care for getting an absolute title at the end of thirty 
years instead of forty. But the present law did not give'a 
title till the end of a century. Was it nothing to give a title 
at the end of thirty years instead of 100? 

The Lorp Cuancevtor said that Lord St, Leonards had 
devoted so rnany years of his valuable life to the law of real 
property thet he felt great hesitation in encduntering him upon 
ground that:was so peculiarly his own, But, strengthened as 
he was by the —_— of many noble lords, he felt bound to 


offer his to the new principle of age 
his noble now proposed to introduce, + lordships 
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were now considering the 1st clause, upon which six or seven 
others depended; and although he admitted that there were 
clauses in the Bill which it was desirable to pass, yet the 
principle sought to be established by the Ist clause would be 
mischievous and dangerous. The present Statute of Limitations, 
after great consideration, was certainly not in every 
respect free from objection; but the principle which it 
established, that actions should be brought to assert claims 
within twenty years after the rights in possession accrued, was 
a safe one. In the place of this the noble lord proposed to 
enact, that no right should be asserted after twenty years from 
the time when a conveyance should be made to a bona fide 
chaser for valuable consideration. In the first place, this 
provision, instead of shortening the period of limitation, might 
in many cases lengthen it. At present, a remainderman was 
bound to bring his action within twenty years after his right 
accrued ; but if this Bill passed, a man might be unlawfully in 
possession of property for nineteen years, and then, if a convey- 
ance were executed, the remainderman would have twenty 
years after that to assert his right. But further than this, the 
Bill would place the remainderman at the mercy of the tenant 
for life. Suppose a tenant for life should make a conveyance 
in fee absolutely disposing of an estate, and should live more 
than twenty years after that conveyance, how could the 
remainderman assert his right when it did accrue? ‘True, his 
noble friend attempted to provide against this by giving the 
remainderman the right of instituting a suit in equity to secure 
hisinterest ; but he might know nothing whatever of theexecution 
of the conveyance, and what remedy could he have then? His 
noble friend had shown no reason for disturbing the present 
state of things; the principle which he sought to introduce must 
lead to mischievous consequences, and he should therefore call 
on their lordships to reject the clause. 

Earl Grey thought the clause a clumsy substitute for that to 
which we must sooner or later come, and which alone could 
remedy the evils arising out of our present law of property— 
the establishment of a system of register. He had great doubt 


whether the clause, if carried, would work all the benefit which 
the noble lord expected, but at the same time, the objections 
urged against it would go far to prevent any effectual improve- 


ment of the law, for they proceeded on the principle of pro- 
tecting an imaginary remainderman against uncertain and 
contingent injustice, with the certainty of causing inconvenience 
and expense to sellers and purchasers. The noble lord had 
shown that cases in which injustice would be done to a remain- 
derman were very unlikely to happen, and he was not prepared, 
therefore, to reject the clause. Supposing that a man, having a 
life interest only, sold an estate as in fee, and thirty years 
afterwards the fraud was discovered, it would, in his opinion, be 
more consistent with natural justice that the loss should fall 
upon the remainderman, rather than on the bond fide purchaser, 
and, therefore, the probability of remaindermen being barred 
did not weigh with him, especially as the Bill contained provi- 
sions which rendered more than ever unlikely the commission 
of the fraud suggested. 

Lord CRANWORTH suggested that the 1st clause should be 
rejected, and those which hung upon it,—namely, the first 
thirteen clauses of the Bill. He thought it would be a very 
great loss to the public if they were deprived of the benefit of 
the subsequent clauses, particularly the clause making it penal 
to palin off a bad title upon a purchaser. 

rd REDESDALE was neither prepared to say that no altera- 
tion in the limitation of time was necessary, nor that it should 
be the precise alteration proposed in the clause. He suggested 
that the precise nature of the alteration be settled by the select 
committee. 

Lord St, Leonarps said, that if the House affirmed that the 
time should be altered, he would leave it to the select com- 
mittee to fix what the time should be. 

The Earl of Derny pointed out that the 1st clause involved 
something more than the mere shortening of the period of limit- 
ation—namely, at what time it should commence, whether at 
the time of the sale, or when the right of the remainderman ac- 
erued. If that were the question upon the clause, he should 
vote for the limitation, dating from the time when the right of 
the successor accrued, and against the noble lord’s proposition 
to reckon from the time of purchase, although there was no man 
from whom he differed more reluctantly than he did from his 
noble friend. He did not concur with the noble Earl, who pre- 
ferred that the remainderman should sufter rather than the pur- 
chaser, If it were a question, which of two innocent persons 
should eat ae not to be the Pyrenean because the 
purchaser. a: opportunity of investigating the title, 
which the remainderman had not ; and although he might be 





perfectly innocent of all knowledge of the fraud, it would be 
from his want of caution that the fraud was not discovered at 
the time of the sale. 

The clause was then rejected without a division. 

Lord CraNwortH moved the omission of the next twelve 
clauses, which were entirely dependent upon the clause already 
expunged. “i 

The clauses were omitted accordingly. 


Law or Property AMENDMENT BIxt. 
On the motion of Lord St. LEonarps, 
The or@er for going into committee on this Bill was read aud 
discharged. 


Tuesday, April 13. 
APPEALS FROM THE CouRT OF PROBATE. 

Lord Lynpuurst called the attention of the Lord Chan- 
cellor to the circumstances attending the hearing of appeals 
from the Court of Probate. Under the old system the appeal 
was from the Ecclesiastical Courts to the Judicial Committee 
of the Privy. Council, and such appeals were, he was informed, 
usually heard and.decided within three or four weeks. Under 
the late Act the appeal was: to that House; and the result was, 
that if these appeals were. brought in in the ordinary course, 
nearly two years would elapse: before judgment could be given, 
during the whole of which time the creditors of the estate in 
dispute and the legatees: would be kept. out of their money. 
He suggested that these appeals should be placed in a separate 
list, and that arrangements should be made for bringing them 
on at regular intervals. 

The Lorp CHancetior thought that the suggestion had 
better be addressed to another noble lord, who he believed would 
shortly have charge of a Bill for the amendment of the Probate 
Act. 

Lord CrRaNWoRTH said, he should be happy to consider the 
suggestion. 

Lord CAMPBELL believed that the country would never be 
satisfied until there was'an opportunity of trying appeals at the 
bar of that House throughout the whole judicial year. The 
cases referred to required great despatch, and there were many 
others not less urgent.: He, therefore, hoped the Lord Chan- 
cellor would consider whether some provision could not be 
made for disposing of the appeals in a manner satisfactory to 
the public and creditable to that House. 

The subject was then allowed to drop. 


Lise Br. 

On the order for the second reading of this Bill, 

Lord CAMPBELL said that the enactment which upon an 
indictment for libel allowed the truth of the allegations to be 
proved by evidence, if the publication had been made bona fide 
with a view to the public good, had operated most beneficially 
in discouraging slander. Still, much remained to be done to 
place the law of libel in a satisfactory state. The distinction 
between verbal and .written slander could not easily be de- 
fended. As the law now stood, to say at a public meeting 
that a man was a coward, a liar, and a scoundrel, afforded 
no cause of action unless some special damage had been sus- 
tained. So also a woman, if assailed by the coarsest language. 
could obtain no redress unless she could prove special injury, 
He had himself tried'in 1843 to redeem our law from that re- 
proach, but he had failed: and he did not now feel encouraged 
to renew his attempt. He feared that the present Bill would 
cause great disappointment to those who had petitioned in its 
favour. They had asked for a great deal more than he proposed 
to grant. This movement owed its origin to the action of 
Davidson and Duncan, which had been brought in the Court 
of Queen’s Bench against the:proprietor of a respectable journal 
in the county of Durham, because he had published an account 
of what took place at a public meeting held under a local Act 
appointing commissioners with large powers and authority to 
impose taxes for public objects. It was pleaded in that action 
that a true and faithful report had been given of what occurred 
at the public meeting, but on the case being argued on demurrer 
this was held. to be an insufficient justification. _Great sensation 
was produced  by.the ultimate result of the action, for, the de- 
murrer being overruled, the parties went to trial, and the jury 
found that the report was a true: representation of what was 
spoken in public, ‘and that it had’ been published without any 
malice. ‘The jury, however,» were told, and very properly, by 
the judge, that they.niust find a verdict for the plaintiff. They 
accordingly founda vérdict for. the plaintiff, with one farthing 
damages. ‘The defendant had not to pay the costs of both 
sides, but: his own-costs in the action amounted to about £400, 
Upon this petitions came in: from various parts of the country, 
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praying that there might be complete immunity to the pro- 
prietor and publisher of every public journal for everything 
which they could show to have been spoken at a public meet- 
ing; that the only remedy should lie against the person by whom 
the words at which offence was taken had been uttered at such 
meeting ; and that if it were proved that the party had spoken 
anything, however calumnious, the individual injured should 
have no redress whatever against the publisher. That ap- 
peared to him to be an excessive and unreasonable demand, 
and it purported to be based on a misconception of what was 
called Lord Northampton’s case, which was supposed to have 
established the rule, that one might say or write ®inything 
respecting any man, woman, or child, provided one gave the 
name of the author of the slander. That was certainly a very 
alarming doctrine ; but it had no foundation in law. He had 
last session moved for a select committee to consider this 
subject. A considerable majority of that committee recom- 
mended that the same immunity-should be granted to reports 
of the proceedings of both Houses of Parliament as was now granted 
to reports of the proceedings in the courts of law. And they 
further recommended, that there should be a certain concession 
made to those who complained of the present law respecting 
reports of public meetings,—viz. that in the case of reports of 
public meetings called by lawful authority, where there was 
every reason to suppose that nothing but what was lawful 
would take place,and where the report was published for the 
public good, the publisher of the report should not enjoy an 
immunity; but if the jury should be of opinion that no injury 
whatever had been suffered by the party complaining, so that 
they would only give, according to the present law, one farthing 
damages, they should be at liberty to find a verdict for the 
defendant, which would relieve him from any damage 
arising from the action, and throw all the costs upon the 
pettifogger who got up the proceedings. The Bill consisted 
only of three clauses—two of them referring to reports of 
proceedings of the two Houses of Parliament, and the third to 
reports of public meetings called by the public authorities, by 
the publication of which no damage could be proved to have 
been occasioned to any person. It would not give any im- 
munity whatever to the reports of any other proceedings. He 
could not understand on what ground a difference was made 
between the reports of the proceedings of the two Houses of 
Parliament and the reports of public meetings sanctioned by 
public authorities. It had been determined that a fair and 
faithful report of what took place in a court of justice afforded 
no ground for an action of libel. The case of Currie v. Walter 
decided this more than seventy years ago. That had been 
called judge-made law. It was true, there was no Act of Par- 
liament for it, but he thought the Court was well-authorised in 
coming to that decision. Why, then, should not the reports of 
the proceedings of the two Houses of Parliament be put upon 
a similar footing? The question was, whether there was 
anything upon the records of either House to prevent this 
Bill obtaining the approbation of the Legislature. Their 
lordships were governed by the Order of 1698, which for- 
bade the publication of any of their proceedings without the 
leave of the House, and he maintained that their lordships 
had given this leave in the most ample and authentic 
manner. Until 1845 there were positive Orders of the House 
of Commons against the admission of strangers; but in that 
year those Orders were reformed. The smallest alteration in the 
Standing Orders of either House of Parliament was not neces- 
sary. Another objection was, that there was no practical evil, 
because no one suffered; but as the law now stood, an action 
might be brought, or an indictment.preferred, for anything which 
appeared in the reports of their lordships’ proceedings disrespect- 
ful to private individuals; and in a very recent case, Sheddon v. 
Patrick, which was brought under their lordships’ notice, impu- 
tations of the gravest nature were cast upon private characters. 
It had been said, that if his Bill were passed into a law, and if 
immunity were given, persons would come to public meetings 
and deliver libellous speeches, which would then be published 
with a view to libelling their enemies. But no such thing could 
happen. ‘There was a case in the } »ks, The King vy. Lord 
Abingdon. Lord Abingdon made a 8, .ch in that House libel- 
ling his steward, which speech he afterwards published. For 
that offence Lord Abingdon was very properly indicted, con- 
victed, and punished; and if parties followed Lord Abingdon’s 
example the same result would occur, for the publication of 
such a speech would not be a fair or boné fide use of the privi- 
lege of publication. Such an abuse could not possibly occur if 
this Bill should pass. It was argued, that, as no action would 


remedy if he could not proceed against the journal which pub- 
lished such a speech. But the same thing took place daily in 

the courts of justice, No action could be maintained 

a counsel for a speech made in a cause, or against a judge for a 

charge to the jury, or against a witness for what he might say 

in evidence. Therefore it might be said, that a person whose 

reputation suffered was left at present without any remedy. 

But what loss thus sustained could counterbalance the infinite 

advantage offered by the publication of the proceedings of courts 

of justice ? His object was to protect the public press from 

vexatious and*pettifogging actions, which were now sometimes 

brought where no injury had been sustained. This object had 

been in some measure facilitated by a recent Act of Parliament, 

enacting that if the damages were under 40s., costs equal to the 

damages should alone be given; butthis Act had not afforded that 

protection to the press which it was entitled to, The press hada 

right toexpect that were actions where brought against them with- 

out foundation all the costs should be thrown upon the plaintiffs. 

The 2nd clause of the Bill’ would allow the defendant to 

plead in bar to an action that it was a faithful report, and then 

the jury might find a verdict for the defendant, and all the costs 

would fall upon the plaintiff. Who would be injured by such 

aclause? If any real damage had been sustained the remedy 

was untouched, but if no damage had been sustained no one 

could say that the party to a pettifogging action would 

be at all aggrieved if he had to pay the costs that had been 

incurred by the defendant. He now came to the definition of 
public meetings in the Bill. It comprehended all meetings the 

publication of the proceedings of which was likely to be of 
service to the public; such as meetings for the election of mem- 

bers of Parliament, meetings of town-councils, of local boards, 

and generally of all bodies constituted under Acts of Parlia- 

ment. It was of as much advantage to the public that the 

proceedings of such bodies should be reported as that the debates 
in Parliament should be published. These were, too, meetings 

of bodies at which decency would be observed, and over which 
some control would always be exercised. He had never con- 

templated giving an unrestricted liberty of publishing all 
speeches without any remedy for parties aggrieved. Lord 
Lyndhurst was of opinion that the speaker at a public meeting 
ought to be equally liable for what he said when his speech 
was faithfully reported and published in print,as he would be if 
he himself had published it, or caused it to be printed and pub- 
lished. Objection might be taken against thus doing away 
with the distinction between written and spoken slander; but 
such a distinction seemed preposterous, for if a man knew that 
his speech would be taken down by a good short-hand writer 
with a view to publication, and if he spoke the speech with a 
view to its publication, then he ought to be liable for it. This 
would enable the party aggrieved to resort to the speaker in all 
cases, and there would be no apology for the person who said 
that he was injured by words spoken at a public meeting not 
bringing his action against the person who made the speech. 
He concluded by moving the second reading of’ the Bill. 

Lord Lynpuursr observed that only one-half of the com- 
mittee was present when the resolutions were agreed to, and 
that less than one-third of the committee voted in their favour. 
He entirely dissented from the conclusion at which the commit- 
tee arrived. If it was necessary to legislate at all upon this 
subject, the measure brought forward was insufficient, and 
ought to be greatly extended. The Bill would be almost wholly 
inoperative. There was a distinction between libellous and 
defamatory words spoken and those’ words when reduced to 
writing. With two or three exceptions, persons might calum- 
niate by word of mouth to almost any extent with perfect immu- 
nity; but the same words, when reduced to writing, might 
subject a party to a prosecution, and to the payment of damages 
to the person injured. The principle of the distinction was 
this: Words might be uttered hastily, in a moment of passion, 
and without consideration; they might have been misreported, 
and might be forgotten; whereas, writing denoted premedita- 
tion, care, opportunity for consideration. ‘The libel was perma- 
nent, and might be extensively circulated. Now, apply this 
principle to the meetings which were the subjects of this Bill. 
A man attends a public meeting, and from the most malicious 
motives makes a speech defamatory of the character of another 

mn. He knows it will be publishe@; his object is that it 
may be published. Yet that man passes with impunity. On 
the other hand, the reporter, whose mind is intent only upon 
taking down accurately what he hears; who ‘has no time for con- 
sideration; who revises his work in the utmost haste; such a man, 
having no malicious motive, is made the scapegoat; an action 
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cumstances of such a public meeting, the principle of the dis- 
tinction between written and oral slander hardly applied. If 
Lord Campbell should think it impracticable to adopt the prin- 
ciple he had insisted on, still, looking at the Bill in its present 
shape, it was very inadequate and imperfect. The 2nd 
clause provided that if an action be brought to recover damages 
for the publication of a report the defendant may answer that 
“this is a faithful report of what passed at a public meeting 
lawfully assembled for a lawful purpose.” And if the jury 
under those circumstances should be of opinion that the plain- 
tiff had sustained no loss or injury the defendant would be en- 
titled to a verdict. The consequence would be, that all the 
costs must be paid by the plaintiff. No doubt, this would 
afford great relief to the publisher, because, as the law now 
stands, if the publication be in strict law a libel, however small 
the damages, be they only one farthing, the plaintiff has to 
@pay no costs, and in the case of Davison and Duncan, 
the costs amounted to between £400 and £500. Therefore, if 
the Bill stopped here, it would give a very great relief to the 
publisher; but, unfortunately, it did not stop here. The next 
clause neutralised the provision which preceded it. Clause 3 
defined the meetings which were to be deemed lawful meetings, 
lawfully assembled within the meaning of the Act. Never was 
there so extraordinary « definition. It comprised meetings con- 
vened by lawful authority for presenting petitions to either 
House of Parliament or to her Majesty; meetings of town 
councils; meetings for the election of members of Parliament; 
and, lastly, meetings held under any local Act for the purpose 
of imposing any rate or transacting any business with respect 
to a parish or a district. Neither the Lower nor the Upper 
House of Convocation was included in the Bill. A select 
committee had come to the conclusion that Convocation is 
an unlawful assembly. ‘The meetings held at Exeter-hall, 
three or four times a week, were of a religious character, or for 
a charitable purpose, and were attended by clergymen and Dis- 
senting ministers, Yet they were not lawful assemblies within 
the meaning of this Bill. The meetings of the Social Science 
Conference at Birmingham and of the Mercantile Law Confer- 
ence in London, would not be lawful meetings within the terms 
of this Bill. The Bill excluded everything; it included 


literally almost nothing. If a jury are of opinion that there is 
no damage, how can it be material at what kind of meeting the 
alleged libel was uttered? An action is brought for libel. It 
is proved that the meeting at which the alleged libel was 
uttered was a lawful meeting, assembled for a lawful purpose, 
and the jury say, “we are of opinion the plaintiff has sustained no 


damage.” The defendant says, “Oh, then, I am entitled to a 
verdict.” “Oh no,” exclaims the judge, “ this was not a vestry 
meeting ; it was not a lawful meeting within Lord Campbell's 
Act—a carefully-drawn measure.” Lord Campbell said, in the 
committee, that it would not do to include all meetings in the 
Bill, because then the proceedings at seditious or treasonable 
meetings would be protected. But these were not lawful 
meetings, assembled for a lawful purpose. He proposed to strike 
out the 3rd clause altogether, and leave the 2nd clause as it 
was, applying to any “ public meeting lawfully assembled for a 
lawful purpose.” He wished the Bill to be read a second time, 
and to go into committee upstairs, in order to devise a measure 
marked by some common sense. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE said:—Any one who contemplated the 
history of English law for the last quarter of a century must 
be struck with the importance and extent of the improvements 
which had been made in the common law, in criminal law, and 
in equity law; and if the noble earl (Stanhope) should complete 
the history which he had commenced, he would undoubtedly 
refer to that period as distinguished by the most valuable im- 
provements that had ever been effected in the legal institutions 
of this country. It had long been established law, that, with 
respect to verbal slander, an action could only be maintained 
when criminal offences were imputed, or when charges of mal- 
versation in office or of insolvency in trade had been made, 
Indeed, the cases in which such actions could be maintained 
were very limited; but an action would lie for any slander in 
writing or in print, because this writing or printing gave the 
slander a character of perpetuity, and also extended it far more 
widely than it could be spread by verbal publication. The 
injury inflicted by a written or printed report was therefore 
much ‘greater than that done by verbal slander. The pro- 
prietors of public journals were undoubtedly at pertect liberty 
to publish fair and correct reports of the proceedings of the two 
Houses of Parliament; and the public had been greatly bene- 
fited by such reports. But the Bill raised the question, whether 
newspaper proprietors should be permitted to publish with 
impunity — vilifying the character of individuals, on the 





ground that those speeches had been made in Parliament 


. That certainly ought not to justify the publication of slander 


The law at present gave ample privileges to every person to 
express his opinions upon all subjects, so long as it were done 
fairly and without malice. The Bill introduced a new provi- 
sion into the law which had hitherto been unknown. At present, 
every man hud a right of action whose character was injured by 
slander, but the noble lord wished to lay it down that a man 
must have suffered some pecuniary loss or damage before his 
action for slander would lie. 

Earl GRANVILLE said—With regard to Parliamentary pro- 
ceedings, it appeared to him perfectly monstrous that such a 
responsibility should be thrown upon the press after the Houses 
had given every possible encouragement to the reporters to 
report their proceedings, and when the public expected that 
their proceedings should be reported. As to the safeguard to 
private character, by causing the reporter to exercise diseretion, 
that which affected the character of one man was often another 
man’s only defence, and it was much better that. the public 
should have the whole, instead of garbled extracts, through 
fear of penalties which might be incurred by a bona fide faith- 
ful report of these proceedings. If an imputation were made 
against an individual in either House, it was an advantage that 
the accused should not depend on the casual report of a friend, 
but that the charge should be distinctly brought, so that he 
might refute it in any of the thousand different ways which 
were open to him. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR asked, why no inconvenience had 
been sustained, and why so few actions had been brought against 
newspapers ? The answer was, that the journalists had exer- 
cised care and caution in what they had published. Now, was 
it not for the advantage of the public that that care and caution 
should continue to be exercised, and that responsibility should 
still be attached to the proprietors of newspapers? It had been 
suggested, that, if the law were changed, the same care and 
caution would be observed not to injure character. But he 
doubted whether this result would follow. He knew how much 
easier it was to publish indiscriminately everything that had 
been taken down, and how difficult it was, in the haste of pub- 
lication, to select that which was fit for the public eye, and to 
omit the rest. They were not dealing only with those respect- 
able journals, the editors of which were careful; but the privi- 
leges they were to enjoy were also to be extended to evéry 
newspaper in the kingdom. His noble friend first proposed to 
legalize the reports of all proceedings in either House of Par- 
liament, however defamatory or injurious they might be to the 
character of individuals. He proposed that any person who was 
injured, and who might. be ruined by reports of debates which 
had taken place, in which private character had been assailed, 
should be left utterly remediless, and that the proof that the 
report was a faithful one should be a complete answer to any 
action against the newspaper. But a little difficulty might 
arise upon the terms of the clause as to the report being faith- 
ful. How was its fidelity to be established ? Upon whom was 
the burden to lie ? Was it sufficient for a journal to assert that 
its report was faithful? If, on the other hand, the proof was 
thrown upon the journalist, how could he prove that the report 
was a faithful one, except by an invasion of the privileges of 
Parliament in proving what had actually passed in debate ? 
His noble friend had compared the debates in Parliament with 
the proceedings in courts of justice: but there was a marked 
and strong distinction between the two. The proceedings in 
courts of justice were not ex parte. The case was heard on 
both sides, and the whole was afterwards published; but a 
slander uttered in debate in Parliament would be a mere ex 
parte statement, to which probably no answer would or could 
be given at the time. He could not suppose, from the decorum 
prevailing in that House, that any noble lord would take advan- 
tage of the altered state of the law, to find in speeches in that 
House a vehicle for private malice. But he could imagine that 
members of the other House might take advantage of the oppor- 
tunity afforded to them; and, knowing that what they stated 
would be sure to be circulated through the country, might use 
their position to gratify their private malice. His noble fitend 
had stated, that the law would punish such persons, and he had 
cited the case of Lord Abingdon; but the cases of Lord Abingdon 
and Mr. Creevy were cases in which the persons who had made 
the speeches had themselves published them. The Bill would 
make no alteration in the law in such a case. If any slander 
uttered in debate were published, an action might now be 
brought against the newspaper, and the party aggrieved would 
have an opportunity of vindicating his ; or the news- 
paper might justiy the alleged slander. If the statement 
were correct, the newspaper might plead the truth in jus- 
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tification, and it would be an answer to the action 
If this Bill were passed, there would be no opportunity of vin- 
dicating character, and all the redress that could be afforded, 
would be the insertion in all the newspapers which had pub- 
lished the slander of some letter contradicting it. Perhaps, 
however, the newspapers might say that from press of matter 
they were unable to insert such a letter, and the consequence 
would be that persons would be irretrievably ruined, and would 
be wholly without a remedy. This would be a most mischievous 
change of a law which had afforded sufficient protection to the 
proprietors of newspapers, at the same time that it had not left 
the characters of individuals wholly defenceless. With refer- 
ence to the other part of the Bill, which related to the reporting 
of proceedings at public meetings, it was necessary to advert to 
the distinction between oral and written slander. For words 
spoken no action could be maintained unless they charged 
some indictable offence, with the exception of cases where 
special damage had resulted from the speaking of the words. 
His noble friend did not propose to abolish that distinction; 
but he proposed to legalise the publication of all reports of 
what took place at a meeting lawfully assembled. This 
was the effect of the clanse, because under it no party 
was entitled to recover unless he could prove loss and 
damage Now, that meant pecuniary loss and damage; 
the consequence of which would be, that in 99 cases out of 100 
the person who was calumniated at a public meeting would be 
deprived of his remedy, because he could not show that he had 
sustained such loss and damage. Suppose that a person not in 
trade was charged with some gross breach of morality, or with 
being guilty of some falsehood—an imputation upon the cha- 
racter of an honourable man which was much more painful, 
and much more destructive to his reputation than if he could 
show that he had sustained damage to the amount of thousands 
of pounds by the slander. Were they to take so mean a view of 
the value of reputation that it was to be weighed by a quantity 
of gold? He trusted that in this country 4 man’s reputation 
would never be considered other than the dearest of his pos- 
sessions. It had been suggested that the Bill should be com- 
mitted, with the view of introducing into it an amendment, 
constituting the person who published the agent of him who 
uttered the words, Of such a course he could not approve. 
He did not find that there was any real grievance in the existing 
law. His noble friend had failed to establish his case, and 
therefore the Bill ought not to be read a second time. 


Lord Cranworrn did not think that oral should be treated 
in the same manner as written slander. Such a rule would 
aive rise to disgraceful pettifogging, as was exemplified in the 
law-books of the reigus of James I. and Charles L, when many 
questions were raised as to whether such and such words were 
not slanderous, so as to subject the person uttering them to an 
action. He was glad that, whether by judge-made law or 
ciherwise, we had escaped from these difficulties, and, practically 
speaking, oral slander was not a ground of action. It had been 
said that there was little distinction between the act of directing 
libellous words to be published and that of uttering such words 
orally in public with the knowledge that they would be 
published. But under this Bill the injured party would bring 
his action against the publisher, who might plead that the 
report was a true and faithful one, made without malice. 


Lord CaMPBeELt in reply said—The object of the Bill was in 
the first instance to give immunity to reports of Parliamentary 
proceedings, and next, to protect the public press to a certain 
extent in the publication of the proceedings at meetings of 
a particular description. Were their lordships prepared to say 
that they would inyite reporters to attend, and would allow 
reports of their proceedings to go forth to the public, but that 
they would leave the proprietors of newspapers liable to be sued 
by civil action, or imprisoned upon criminal information, for the 
faithful discharge of this duty? Would they refuse to enter- 
tain any proposition for giving protection to the public press in 
the publication of faithful reports of proceedings at public 
meetings? His noble friend had greatly misunderstood the object 
of the 2nd clause, for he (Lord Campbell) had always 
regarded as wholly inadmissible the claim that complete 
immunity should be given with regard to everything that was 
said at every public meeting, and the clause applied exclusively 
to cases where no loss or damage was sustained. 


Their lordehips then divided, when there were— 
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Majority — 28 





‘The Bill was consequently lost. 





Appointment of Auditors of Trust 
Estates. 


We reprint from the Law Amendment Journal a paper on this 
subject, by George Harris, Esq., Barrister-at-law :— 

A very important, beneficial, and equitable measure was, 
during the last session of Parliament, passed into a law—and 
which this Society, and more especially its noble and, learned 
president, was, to a large extent, the means of originating and 
promoting—by which trustees who fraudulently misappropriate 
the property confided to them are rendered liable to punishment 
as criminals. Many serious breaches of trust will no doubt be 
prevented by this means, and the property of persons who have 
recourse to trustees, in whom, for certain purposes, it is required 
to be vested, will henceforth be considerably more secure from 
being misapplied or squandered away. During the various dis- 
cussions which have taken place in relation to the measure al- 
luded to, while considering the hardships to which persons whose 
property is in trust have been frequently exposed through the 
gross dishonesty or wilful negligence of their trustees, reference 
was made to the corresponding hardships to which trustees 
themselves are also exposed no less frequently, and who, while 
desiring to act with strict fidelity and honesty, have, either 
through mistaken judgment or the erroneous advice of others, 
been induced to make improper and insecure investments of the 
trust fund, which they have in consequence eventually been 
called upon to replace, to the entire ruin of themselves and 
their families. The great uncertainty of the law relating to the 
regulation of trust property, has considerably added to the per- 
plexities of trustees and their advisers, and has been in severai 
instances the cause of the former being involved in litigation, 
ruinous alike to the trustee and the trust estate. 

It does, therefore, now appear to be peculiarly desirable that 
some plan should be devised which will, on the one hand, ena- 
ble those persons whose property is in trust at once to obtain 
an investigation into the real state of the trust fund, so that 
they may take measures, either under the Act alluded to, or of 
any other kind, to prevent its being misappropriated; and which 
will, on the other hand, enable trustees who desire to act cor- 
rectly, and who, by the recent Act, are placed in a very danger- 
ous position, and without having any remedial measure extended 
to them, at once to obtain an investigation into the state of the 
trust funds, and have any errors of which they may unwittingly 
have been guilty forthwith corrected before any serious conse- 
quences have ensued. No measure for this purpose appears 
better calculated to attain the desired end than the appointment 
of a certain number of duly qualified auditors of trust estates, 
both in London and in the country, to whom either the trustees 
or the cestuis que trust might apply for an investigation of the 
trust, particularly as to the mode in which the funds are invested, 
and who would at once enter on such inquiry, having before 
them all the parties and documents necessary to give informa- 
tion on the subject. When the trust fund was discovered to be 
wrongly applied, the auditor would at once give directions for 
its proper investment. Where it appeared that the trustees had 
fully performed their duty, a certificate should be granted to 
them which would fully exonerate them and their estates from 
all liability in respect of the trust. 

No means are at present afforded, either to trustees or cestuis 
que trust, of obtaining such an investigation into the condition 
of the trust estate as is here proposed, except through a suit in 
Chancery, which is in all cases a very expensive, and, in most 
cases, also a very tedious process. Where the trust property is 
limited, it is of course out of the question resorting to such @ 
remedy, so that persons in this condition, whose property is in 
jeopardy, are wholly without redress, 

It does not appear to be necessary for the accomplishment of 
this very desirable object that any new offices should be created, 
or any fresh tribunal established. On the contrary, the tribu- 
nals already existing appear fully and easily capable of being 
adapted for all that is required. Resort might be had, in all 
cases where the trust property amounted to £1,000, to the 
bankruptcy commissioners, and in all cases where the trust 
property was below £1,000, to the judges of the county courts. 
On application to either of these Courts dor an investigation of 
the state of the trust, either on the part of the trustees or the 
cestuis que trust, and a notice being given to the registrar 
the court for that purpose, the commissioner or county court 
judge might be empowered to summon all neces pee 
before him, together with the deeds and Preclesrs iy! 7 ng to 
the trust property and its investment, and to make such orders 
in the matter as the case appears to require. Where the pro- 
perty was being misappropriated, the Court would, of course 
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direct such’ p sregg: “bet be taken as appeared necessary to re- 
cover the estate. ere an improper investment had been 
made, he would direct the money to be called in and re-invested 
on an approved security. Where the trust had been faithfully 
performed, the trustees ought to receive a certificate to that 
effect from the Court, which should exonerate them entirely 
from all liability whatever in respect of the trust, so long as the 
investments continue unaltered. And, if an order were to be 
made by the Court that no change in such investments should 
be made without the sanction of such Court, the trustees, who 
obtained their certificate, would be, in effect, fully relieved from 
all danger and responsibility in respect of the trust. An appeal 
might be given to the judge of the Prerogative Court, or to one 
of the vice-chancellors, in certain specified cases. 

Those who have had experience in trust matters, either from 
being trustees, or having their property vested in trust, or from 
having been professionally concerned in transactions of this 
kind, will be able to testify how great a boon to the public a 
measure of this kind would prove, and how many persons 
would by this means be saved, not only from litigation and 
ruin, but rescued from all liability to be thus involved, from 
which trustees, in the present state of the law, however cautious, 
and however well advised, are never wholly free. 
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Court Papers. 


Court of Chancery. 
CAUSE LISTS.—Easter Term, 1858. 
wae” The following abbreviations have been adopted to save space :— 

A. Abated—Adj. Adjourned—A. 7. After Term—App. Appeal—C. D. 
Cause Day—Cl. Claim—Csts. Costs—D. Demurrer—-Ex. Exceptions—/’. C. 
Further Consideration—/. D. Further Directions—Mén. Motion—P. C. Pro 
Confesso—Pl. Plea—Pin. Petition—R. Rehearing—S. 0. Stand over—Sh. 


Short. 
LORD CHANCELLOR anp LORDS JUSTICES. 
APPEALS. 

Swinfen v. Swinfen) (part heard— | Vint v. Padgett 
Swinfen v. Swinfen § April 22) Brown v. The Stockton and Darling- 
Fripp v. The Bridgewater and Taun- ton Railway Company 

ton Canal and Stolford Railway | Freme v, Brade 

Harbour Company (part heard— | Astley v. The Manchester, Sheffield, 


April 19) and Lincolnshire Railway Com- 
Somersetshire Coal Canal Company | pany 
v. Harcourt Austen v. Boys 


Wellesley v. Mornington Davison v. Robinson 
Mornington v. Wellesley Sturgis v. Morse 

Bigg v. Strong Parker v. Taswell 

Lace v. Lee | Johnson v. Fesenmeyer 


Whitley v. Lowe Attorney-General v. West 


CAUSES. 


Williams v. The St. George’s Har- 


King v. Roe (Fur, hearing) 
bour Company (Mtn. for dec.) 


Alston v. Eastern Counties Railway 
Company (Cause) 
N.B.—The Full Court will sit on Wednesdays and Saturdays. 


MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
Causes, &c. 


Dalton v. Thompson (Cause). | Huskisson v. Lefeare (Cause) 

Bainbridge v. Bainbridge (do.) Blackmore v. Trude (Mtn. for dec.) 

Attree v. Sherwin (Claim). Barthrop v. Wade (Cause) 

Page v. Page (Mtn. for dec.) Hughes v. Jones (Cl.) 

Redfern v. Batho (do. April 26). Watson v. Willmott (Mtn. for dec.) 

Gregson v. Walker (Cause). Attorney-General v. Walker (do.) 

Ware v. Regent’s Canal Co. (Cause). | Matthews v. Joule (Cause) 

Hoggard v. Makenzie (Mtn. for dec.) | Course v. French (Cl.) 

Carver v. Richards (do.) Bolton v. Stannard (Mtn. for dec.) 

Reid v. Reid (do.) Attorney-General v. Norfolk Rail- 
(F. C,& Sums. 


on way Co. (do.) 
Barker v. M‘Neile ic tf eg 


Hartley v. Stewart (Cause) 
Meiklane v. Campbell (Mtn. for dec.) | Huxtable v, Shelton (Mtn, for dec.) 
Thursfield ». Edwards (do.) Simmons v. Wilyams (F. C.) 
Hutchinson ». Wright (do.) Fairclough v. Eckersley (Cl.) 
Banister v, Kent (Cause). Priestley v. Baston (Mtn. for dec.) 
Broadley , Offen (do.) Robson v. Clasper (do,) 
Whowell v, Rickman (do.) Timins v. Stackhouse (Sp. C.) 
Bell v. Clarke (Mtn. for dec.) Moore ». Smith (F.C .) 
Jaillon v. Evans (Cause). Chaffers v. W: oolme’ (Cause) 
Lindley v. Lindley (Mtn. for dec.) White v. Turner (F. C.) 
In re Jones Gies'er ) (F.C. & Sums, | Rolt v. Hopkinson (Cause) 
v. Jones to vary Cert.) | Gardiner v. Slater (F. H. & F, C.) 
Pynn v. Lawrie (F. C.) The Regent's Canal Co. v. Ware (F. 
‘atts v. Watts (do,) ©. and Sums. to vary Cert.) 
Naish v. yr ) Carrall v. Rudstone (Mtn, for dec.) 


Ellis v. Eden (do.) Wright v. Coke (do.) 
Collinson v. Coulthard eae Kidd v. Wilkinson (do.) 
— v. Laws (F. Tansom v, Jacobs (do.) 
Withington v. Grace (io, ) Morley v. Tunstall (Cause) 
Hayes v. Hill (Cause Bright v. Larcher (do.) 


Parnell v. Parnell (Mtn. for dec.) 
Walker v. Storks (F. C. & Ptn, in 
re Reeve & Sums, to vary Cert.) 
Bickerstaff v. Warbrick (Cause) 
Olver v. Simpson (Mtn. for dec.) 

Davy v. Tremlett (F. 0.) 


Bradnee v. Sebinee tn, for dec.) 
Slee v, — (do.) 

Lees ». Lees 
Iredell v, Iredell (Seu) 


deel bear Sta. for dec.) 








Owen v. Hinchliffe (Mtn. for dec.) 

In re Oxley (F. C., adj. from 

Oxley v. Oxley Chambers) 

Benyon v. Amphlett (Mtn. for dec-) 

Marshall v. Watson (do.) 

Fox v. Taylor (Cl.) 

Meek v. Shufflebotham (Cause) 

Blandy v. Blandy (Adj. from Cham- 
bers) 4 

Paine v, Stiles (Mtn. for dec.) 

Millward v. Jones } (F. C.) 

Lyster v. Jones ae 

Cator v. Townsend (Mtn. for dec.) 





Wood v. Boucher (F. C.) 
Williams v. Gardner o we 


(F. 
ies Cocalo, sh.) 
Balle v. Cuperheds (Mtn. for ‘ia 
Cauthorne v. Drury (do.) 
Beaver v. Nowell (Cause) 
Spence v. Handford (F. C.) 
Neale v. Bacon (Mtn. for dec.) 
Croft v. D’Andria (do.) 
Fitzsimons v. Fitzsimons (do.) 


| Wotton o. Whittingham (F. C.) 


Vick-CHANCELLOR Str RICHARD T. KINDERSLEY. 
Causes, &c. 


Lord v. Colvin (Causé) ) 
Colvin v. Lord (Cause) 


Cochrane v. Cochran) to 
Barton v. Colvin £ part | 
Lord v. Colvin $ heard | 
Lord v. Colvin 4 | 
Lord v. Colvin E 


Moorhouse v. Colvin (Cause) ) 
Watson v. Raine ( Fe} part heard) 
Wilkes v. Groom (F. C 
Best v. Garwood ( Ae 
Eldridge v. Eldridge (Cause) 
Stockwell v. Perfect (Mtn. for dec.) 
barn 8 Improved Soap Co. 
Hayward (do.) 
téetiie v. Hooke (do.) 
Earl Fortescue v. Hallet (Cause) 
Milbank v. Thornhill (Sp. C.) 
Butler v. Harwood (Mtn. for dec.) 
Law v. Thorp (Cause) 
M‘Intosh v. M‘Intosh (Mtn. for dec.) 
Barrow v. Chantry (F. C.) 
Lawrence v. Maule (Ex. to rept.) 
Southgate v. Clinch (Mtn. for dec.) 
Wilton v. Hill (F. C.) 
Arundell v. Gould (do.) 
Cream v. Cream (Claim) 
Brotherston v. Brotherston (do.) 
Taylor v. Butterworth (F. C.) 
Champion v. Long (Cause) 
Shepheard v. Shepheard (F. C.) 





Higginson v. Blockley (Cause) 
Lepar v. Cupit (F. C.) 

Upton v. Butterfield (do.) 

Tonge v. Sutcliffe (Mtn. for dec.) 


Jones v. Jones (Cause) 


Rogers v. Price (Mtn. for dec.) 


| Drakeford v. Stubbs (Cause) 


Orton v. Gilbert (Mtn. for dec.) 

Williams v. Rees (do.) 

Walker v. Thomas (do.) 

Munger v. Moores (Cause) 

Attorney-Gen. v. Mathias (do.) 

Haller v. Dean (Mtn. for dec.) 

Gibbs v. Knight (do.) 

Boyle rv. Ibbotson (Cause) 

Thompson v.Fullwood (Mtn. for dec.) 

Dendy v. Dendy (do.) 

Bank of London v. Hartley (do.) 

Farmer v. Stanford (Cause) 

Sloper v. Cottrell (do.). 

Cope v. Evans (Mtn. for dec.) 

Rumball v. George (Cause) 

Goold v. Du Buisson (Mtn. for dec.) 

Sharman vt.) (F. C. & Mtn. to vary 
Rudd. Cert.) 

Le Hunt v, Webster (Cause) 

Mildmay v. Methuen (F. C.) 


| Loosely v. Sell (do.) 
| Painter v. Moyle } (do.) 


Painter v. Moyle } 
Bates v. Jeffrey (do.) 


Vice-CHANcELLOR Sin JOHN STUART. 
Causgs, &c. 


Redhead v. Stephenson (Mta. for 4.) 

Prole v. Toady (do.) 

Gould v. Gould (F. D. & ests.) 

Rawlins v. Wickham (Cause) 

Cole v. Eaton FC 

Hocknell v.Duke of Sutherland 

Lea v. Kimberley * ‘ve sfor dec.) 

Oddie v. Brown ({3 F.C.) 

Kemp v. Rose (Cause) 

Roberts v. Waterhouse (Mtn. for d. ) 

Graham v. Burton (Cause) 

Morgan v. Johnson (Mtn. for dec.) 

Wilson v. De Polignac (do.) 

McEachen v. McHachen (do., Ap. 30) 

Hunter v. Hunter (Cause) 

a i Christ College, Cambridge 
(do. 

Wickham v, Baily (Mtn. for dec.) 

Leighton v. Knight (do.) 

Bourne v, Macconnell (Cause) 

Coates v. Saunders (do.) 

Bruges rv. Cooper (Mtn. for dec.) 

Garn v. Winterflood (Mtn. for dec.) 

Starling v. Vine (do.) 

Parker v. Harding (Cause) 

Triston v. Mellor (Mtn. for dec.) 

Ross v. Ely (F. C.) 

Duce v. Pearson (Mtn. for dec.) 

Wynn v. Townsend (F. C. & Mtn.) 

Walker v. Whitehouse (F. C.) 

Starkey v. Starkey (Mtn. for dec.) 

Bishop v. Webb (F. C.) 

Morgan v. Davies 

Morgan v. Mason | (do.) 





Dowson v, Sturgis (Mtn. for dec.) 
Hawks v. Bariee ee) 
Evans e. Nixon (F. C.) | 
Lord Leigh v. at (Mtn. for 4.) | 
Curtis v. Blake (F. C.) 
Hayley v. Barnes (Cause) 

Woodgates v. Obbard (Mtn. for dec.) | 


Hawkins v. Hawkins (do.) 

Tewart e. Lawson (F. C.) 

Lucas v. Diller (Cause) 

Metaxa v. Wilkie (F. C.) 

Colthurst v. Cox (Cause) 

Baily v. Moon (Mtn. for dec.) 

Brockman v. Jones (do.) 

Jacobs v. Shirreff (Claim) 

Bonington v. Parkinson (F. C.) 

Fryer v. Fryer (Mtn. for dec.) 

Bridges ev. Jackson (do.) 

Bell v. Child (Cause) 

Thomas v. Baker (Mtn. for dec. ) 

Metcalfe rv. Wesley (do.) 

Brown v. Brown (do.) 

Eaton ». Eaton (Cause) 

Wright ¢. The London Dock Com- 
pany (Mtn. for dec.) 

Carne vc. Long (do.) 

Phillips e. West (Cause) 

Bensun v. Tregear (Mtn. for dec.) 

Sullivan v. Cowley (Cause) 

Harris ev. Beavan (Mtn. for dec.) 

Attorney-Gen. v. Hanmer (Cause) 

Tanner v. Lechmere (Mtn. for dec.) 

Bell v. Edge (Ci.) 

Bradley e. Nevins (Mtn for dec,) 

Taylor e. Cowley (Cause) 

Rossall v. Charnley (do.) 

Rogers v. Stickly (Mtn. for dec.) 

Alford v. Parsons (Cause) 

Hardwick v, Pickering (Mtn. for dec.) 

Tindall v. Powell (Cause) 

Adams e. Abbott (F. C.) 

Evans e. Jennings (Mtn. for dec.) 


| Lioyd ev, Allcock (Cause) 


Hodgson v. Lett (F. C.) 
Clare v. Gill (Mtn. for dec.) 
Cocks v. Stanley F.C 
| Brooke v. Stanley (F. C.) 


Vice-Caanceiior Srk WILLIAM P, WOOD. 
Causes, &e, 


Bourdilfon v. Roche (Cause) 
Janes v. Page 
Mingay v. Page } (do.) 
Robins v. Pearce (M, for dec, May 6) 
Beavan 0. Macqueen (Cause) 
Kennett v. Hunt (do) 
Wythes v. Labouchere (do.) 
Perkins e. Owen (do.) 

Crasthwaite v. Dean (F. ©.) 
Benson v. Sarl (Gause) 


| Perkins v. Mellor (F. @) 


Powell e. Aiken (Cause) 

Abbott v. Blair (do.) 

Foster e. Strong (do.) 

Earp e. Lloyd (Mtn. for dee., Ap. 24) 


| Smith #, Lay (F.C, & Mtn, to vary 


Clarke v. Franklin (F. 
| Andrews ©, Taylor (de.) 
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| Cockram v. Rogers (2) (F. C.) 

| Hogarth v. Robson (Sp. C.) 

Thornton v. Stockill (F. C.) 

Jones v. Jones (do.) 

Usticke v. Peters (Sp. C.) 

Aspinall v. inane & North-Western 

ty. Co. (F. C. & M. to vary Cert.) 

Cresswell v. Hankins (F. C.) 

Ruffell v. Pattison (do.) 

Warren r. Ruddall (do. 

Hall v. Warren 

Attorney-Gen. v. Chamberlaine (M. 
for dec.) 

Peterson v. Elwes (F. C.) 

Mills v. Hunt (do.) 

Oakley r. Jackson 

Oakley v. Parkes } (do.) 

Cole v. Exley (do.) 

Yeomans v. Yeomans (do.) 

Adams rv. Adams (do.) 

Waraker v. Crouch (do.) 

Balm rv. Langham (Cause) 

Colthurst v. Codrington (do.) 

Stillingfleet v. Woolmer (Mtn. for 
dec.) 

Wildbore v. Gregory (do.) 


Clements v. aly moor | (F.C.) 
Nightingale v. Clements — 
Hebblethwaite v. Hebblethwaite (do.) 
Wright c. Lamb ) ? 
tv. 

Wright v. Lietch { (do.) 
Ferris v. Goolburn (do.) 
Gardner v. Smith (do.) 
Tagg v. Tagg (Mtn. for dec.) 
Wharton v. ae [3] (F. C.) 
Attorney-Gen. v. East 

Dereham Corn Ex- Ce. ~” 


change Co. 
In re Clarke Shaw ) (F. C. adj. from 
v. Clarke on bers.) 
Watson v. Murray } (F.C 
Watson v. Sturgis § 
Johnston v. Moore gt Cc. ei 
Tucker v. Kayess (do. 
Douglass v. Burdekin 73) (F. C.) 
Eyre vr. Monro (do.) 
Jones rv. Catt (Mtn. for dec.) 
Richmond v. Cheyne )} (F.C) 
Cheyne v. Richmond ) \"" ~ 
Ivimey v. Gibbons (Mtn. for dec.) 
Holland v. Johnson (do.) 
Watt r. Graham (do.) Taylor cr. Taylor (Cause) 
Bristowe v. Whitmore ~ ) Crighton v. Thackwray (Mtn. for 
Bennion v. Poyser (F. C.) dec.) 
In re Sadler Sadler vr. Rickards (do.) | Norris v. Allen (do.) 
Tassell v. Smith Kn ~ Langdale v. Whitfield (F. C. and 
Sutton v. Pass (Ca Sums, to vary Cert.) 
Stebbing v. Atlee 13) | tr. C.) Harrison v. Pennell (Mtn. for dec.) 
Jayne v. Harris oo for a ) Blackmore v. Powell (do.) 
Brooke v. Maries (Cause) Harcombe v. Berryman (Cause) 
Badcock v. Graves (Mtn. for dec.) Lane v. Page (Mtn. for dec.) 
Griffiths rv. Leeson (do.) Helling v. Lumley (do.) 
Cormack v. Brisly (do.) The Collins Company v. Reeves (do.) 
Fraser v. Head (F. C.) Ross v. Simson (do.) 
Payne v. Battey (do.) Sudlow v. Fenton (Sp. C.) 
David v. Dayid (Mtn. for dec.) Lister v. Firth (Mtn. for dec.) 
Adamson vc. The Trustees of the Bir- | Lister ». Leather (do.) 
kenhead Docks (do.) Lister v. Clough (do.) 
Chesshire v. Vere (Sp. n ) Shaw v. Shaw (Cl.) 
Clarke vr. Sturgis (F. C. John v. John (F. C.) 
Webster v. pom (ea for dec.) 


mi 


Births, Marriages, and Beaths. 
BIRTHS. 

CRACKNALL—On April 11, at St. John’s-gardens, Notting-hill, the wife 
of Stephen Cracknall, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 
STEPHEN—On April 7, at 23 Victoria-road, Kensington, the wife of James 

Stephen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

TYLEE—On April 12, at 130 Cambridge-street, Warwick-square, the wife 
of Henry Tylee, Esq. ., of a daughter. 

WILKINS—On April 11, at the Terrace, Barnes, the wife of W. H. Wilkins, 
Esq., of a daughter. 

WISE—On Feb. 10, at Enmore-lodge, Newton, Sydney, N.S.W., the wife of 
Edward Wise, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

MARRIAGES. 

BROWN—CARRINGTON—On April 6, at the parish church, Croxden, 
Staffordshire, by the Rev. E. Whieldon, G. F. Brown, Esq., Solicitor, Asliby- 
de-la-Zouch, to Elizabeth, eldest daughter of John Carrington, Esq., of 
Croxden-abbey. 

HARRIS—SUTHERLAND—On April 10, at St. Paul’s church, York-place, 
Edinburgh, by the Rev. Edward Sterling Murphy, M.A., Joseph Harris, 
Esq., of Bishopsgate-churchyard, London, Solicitor, and of Upper Addis- 
combe-road, Croydon, youngest son of the late John Harris, Esq., of 
Hawkmore, Devon, to Alexandrina, only surviving child of the late 
Alexander Sutherland, Esq., of Edinburgh, and of the Forfar and Kin- 
cardine Regiment of Militia. 

WATSON—KEITH—On Jan. 16, at St. James's church, Sydney, N.S.W., 
by the Rev. Mr, Allwood, Joseph Frederick, fifth son of Mr. William Wat- 
son, of 20 Milk-s.reet, Cheapside, and 14 Colebrooke-row, Islington, to 
Isabella, first daughter of the late E. J. Keith, Esq. + Solicitor, of Sydney. 

WESTALL—DESBOROUGH—On April 5, at St. Giles's c hurch, Camberwell, 
by the Rev. Henry John Desborough, brother of the bride, assisted by the 
Rev Henry Rendall, Rector of Great Rollright, Oxon, Harry John 
Westall, of St. Mary ” Abbot’ s-terrace, Kensington, to Elizabeth, fourth 
daughter of Laurence Desborough, Esq. -, of Grove-hill, Camberwell. 


DEATHS. 
os -m April 10, Joseph Addison, Esq., of Dean's-yard, West- 
ter, Barrister-at-Law, and Bencher of the Inner Temple. 
FOS" TER On April 9, at Alderley -edge, Cheshire, aged 62, John Frederic 
Foster, Esy., Chairman of the Salford Quarter Sessions. 
JONES—On April 9, at Chester-place, Kennington, aged nine months, 
ney Pryce, the infant sou of Mr. Jones, Solicitor, St. Martin’s- 





WHEE LER—On April 11, at Richmond, Surrey, aged 29, 
Wheeler, Solicitor, last surviving son of the late Charles Henry 
Esq, of College-street, Winchester. 


ee 
Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of Lngland. 


The Amount of Block heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless oer Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 
Caures, Ricuanp, Victualler, Clarence-place, Regent’s-park, £20 Consols, 
Pe by Kaaza Fuszavera Srirrie, wife of Maxk Woopuaty Sprt- 
x with the will annexed, 

Pars ace Avis, Widow, Torquay, Devon, £655 New Three per Cents, — 
James Parrex, sole executor. 

Gauaanz, » Widow, KAwards-strect, Portman-squar S £3,666 +13; 4 


wy keham 
yheeler, 





Consols.—Claimed by THomas Parker, surviving executor of 
DE Noval, Baroness De Nova, Widow, who was the surviving executor 
of Perrr "Baron De Nova, who was the surviving executor, who has 


claimed the same. 
Grove, Jonx, M.D., and Emma Parurra Grove, Spinster, both of the 
Close, Salisbury, £107 : 13: 8 Consols.—Claimed by JoHN Grove and 


EMMA PHinirra ‘Grove. 
Knapp, ELeanor, Widow, Southampton, £364 : 14: 1 Consols.—Claimea 


by STEPHEN Ram and Henry Huaues, the executors. 

Loupon, CHARLES, M.D., and Jonn Moxrorp Corrtx, Esq., both of Lea- 
mington Priors, Warwickshire, £56: 16: 4 Consols. —Claimed by Joun 
MorrorD Cort te, the survivor. 

PucGu, Ropert, Coal Merchant, Salisbury-street, Strand, and Ropert Hucu 
Witson IncRaM, Esq., Denmark-hill, ‘Camberwell, £67 : 4:9 Consols.— 
Claimed by Rosert Hucn WILson INGRAM, the survivor. 

Waite, ae Fa. Greek-street, Soho, and WiLL1AM WHITE Cooprr, a 
Minor, £161 : 12:1 "New Three per Cents.—Claimed by WILLIAM Wurre 
CoorER (now of age), the survivor. 

Woop, Joun, Alfreton, Derbyshire, and Henry Wa.ters, Druggist, S00 
ton, Trustees to the Trustees of Swanwick School, Derbyshire, £36: 13: 
Reduced.—Claimed by Joun Woop and Henry Watrers. 

———>——___ 
Heirs at Raw and Next of Hin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Burcnett, THomas, late of the parish of St. Mary, Rotherhithe, in the 
county of Surrey, Sail Maker (who died in or about the year 1801). Next 
of kin to apply to Devonshire & Wallinger, 8 Old Jewry, London. 

SHAVE, Jonn Taytor, late of Essex, died in Calcutta, four years ago. Re- 
latives to commnnicate, by letter, with R. H., care of Mr. Barker, 8 Bir- 
chin-lane, Cornhill. 

Watson, Captain WitL1aMm, who died at Philadelphia, U.S., a few years ago. 
He was the eldest son of Thomas Watson, who resided in Shields, and 
Isabel Dalgliesh or Watson, his wife. It is known they had two younger 
sons, named Thomas Watson and John Watson, who were sailors, 
Next of kin to apply to Stuart & Blackwood, Writers, Peebles. 


Honey Market. 


CITY, Fripay Evenine. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer has stated it to be his in- 
tention to proceed with the Budget on Monday next. The 
English Funds advanced } per cent. in the early part of the 
week, but have since receded, and ¢losed this afternoon at 964 
per cent. for money, being about the same as this day week. 
In the new Indian Loan there has been more buoyaucy. On 
Monday the quotation reached par, which has not been quite 
sustained, the closing price this afternoon being 99% per cent. 
The first instalment was not paid up without some defaulters. 
The amount for which tenders were received was £4,800,000. 
The instalment was paid upon about £4,500,000. Holders to a 
considerable amount have exercised the option of paying in full. 
Money continues very easy; lenders at 2 per cent. are said to 
plentiful on the Stock Exchange, and arrivals of specie from 
abroad have again been large. From the Bank of England 
return for the week ending the 14th inst., it appears that the 
amount of notes in circulation is £20,481,015, being an increase 
of £435,675, and the stock of bullion in both departments is 
£18,307,329, showing «a decrease of £4,069 when compared 
with the previous return. 

In the Railway Share market there is very little activity, 
and several of the chief English lines manifest some depression. 
A dividend of 6 per cent. per annum was declared to-day at 
the Commercial Gas Company's meeting. 

Failures have occurred of several houses connected with the 
Kast Indies, and considerable anxiety is excited with regard to 
that branch of trade. Depreciation in the value of produce, 
and the absence of remittances, have extensively an unfayour- 

able effect. 

The deputations engaged in an attempt to settle the disputes 
and competition between the London and North Western and 
the Great Northern and Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire 
Railway Companies, have terminated their efforts unsuccessfully, 
‘The withdrawal from the deputations of the power to settle rates 
and fares necessarily brings their labours to a close. All the 
points in dispute have at different times been assented to on 
both sides. The London and North Western Company are 
prepared to carry the arrangements into effect, and no obstacle 
would now exist had the deputations also received the formal 
concurrence of the Great Northern and Manchester and Shef- 
field Companies; but those companies, while agréeing to four 
out of the five points, have now withdr®wn from the deputa- 
tions their authority to arbitrate on the remaining question— 
that of rates and fares, With regard to the proposal to 
refer the rates and fares to the consideration of the traffic 
managers of the respective companies, without any moda 
of determining a difference of opinion, the deputations, re- 
membering that this particular question was referred to their 
decision in consequence of those gentlemen being unable to 
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dispose of it themselves, consider the suggestion illusory, and 
“ne ted to postpone any settlement for an indefinite period. 


committee of the Manchester Town Council have resolved. 


at a : eeeea railway communication, with undivided respon- 
sibility, between their city and London, would be a great public 
advantage, and they recommend a petition in favour of legalising 
the union between the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire 
and Great Northern Railway companies. 

—_——~>_- 
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London Gasettes. 
Commissioners to administer @aths in Chancery. 


TvuespayY, April 13, 1858. 
Mavis, Epwarp, Gent., of Huntingdon.— April 8. 
Fripay, April 16, 1858. 
How gtr, WitL1AM EnGLanp, Gent., Kirton-in-Lindsey. fore? 14. 
JonEs, Joun Humpurey, Gent., Portmadoe, Carnarvon.— Mar. 26. 


VALLANCE, HENRY WELLINGTON, Gent., 12 Tokenhouse-yard, and 3 St. 
George’s-rd., Eccleston-sq., to be a London Commissioner.—Jan. 23. 


Bankrupts. 
TuespaY, April 13, 1858. 

ARKLE, James, Currier, Sunderland Com. Ellison: April 21, at 11; and 
May 20, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Of. "Ass. . Baker. 
Sols. Fleming, Newcastle-upon- “ype or Bell, Brodrick & Bell, Bow- 
churchyard, London. Pet. April 1 

ARMSTRONG, BENJAMIN, Ironmonger, Sunderland. Com. Ellison: April 
28 and May 21, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Of. Ass. 
Baker. Sols. E. & H. Wright. Birmingham; or Harle, Bush, & Co., 20 
Southampton-bldgs., Chancery-lane, Luudon, and 2 Butcher-bank, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Pet. April 1. . 

BLAXLAND, Tuomas, Grocer, 20 High-st., Maidstone. Com. Goulburn : 
April 28, at 1.30; and June 2, at 12; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Pennell. 
Sols. Doyle, 2 Verulam-bldgs., Gray’s-inn ; or Morgan, Maidstone, Kent. 
Pet. April 12. 

CAREW, Francis Hattowett, Cab Proprietor, Little Grove-st., Lisson- 
grove, Paddington. Com. Fonblanque: April 24, at 1; — May 18 at 
12; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Graham. Sols. Dangerfield & Fraser, 26 
Craven-st., Strand. et. April 9. 

COX, Georee, Grocer, Wrexham, Denbighshire. Com. Stevenson: April 
22 and May 14, at il; Liverpool. Og. Ass. Turner. Sols. Evans & Son, 
Liverpool. Pet. April 10 

DEWDNEY, Tuomas, Rag Merchant and Paper Manufacturer, Bathford, 
Somersetshire. Com. Ayrton: April 26 and May 24, at 11; Bristol. 
Off. Ass. Acraman. Sols. Savory, Clarke, Fussell, & Prichard, *Corn-st., 
Bristol. Pet. April 1. 

DYER, Davin Loean, Currier, 15 Queen-st., Seven Dials. Com. Evans: 
April 23, at 12; May 27, atl; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Johnson. Sol. 
Bousfield, 14a Philpot- lane. Pet. April 8. 

FRANCIS, Tuomas, Plasterer, 6 Cross-rd., vs ay Com. Fonblanque : 
April 24, at 10.30; and May 21, at 1; Basinghall-st . Of. Ass. Graham. 
Sol. Jones, 20 King’ s Arms-yard. Pet. April 10. 

HANSON, Bensamtn, Cotton Waste Dealer, Paddock, Huddersfield. Com. 
Ayrton: April 20 and May 24, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Of. 
Ass. Hope. Sols. Barker & Son, Hudderstield ; or Bond & 

Leeds. Pet. Mar. 27. 

JONES, Wiit1am, Innkeeper, East Grinstead. Com. Goulburn: April 29, 
at 12; and May 31, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. OF. Ass. Nicholson. Sol. 
Palmer, Mitre-ct. -chambers, Temple. Pet. April 7 

LANC ASHIRE, Henry Josern, Spirit Merchant, Dudley, Worcestershire, 
and Bilston, Staffordshire. Com. Balguy : oe 24 and May 15, at 11.30; 
Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sol. Piunkett, West Bromwich; or 
Smith, Birmingham. Pet. April 12. 

MILNER, Cuartes, Tobacconist, 94 Cannon-st. Com. Goulburn: April 26, 
at 12; ‘and June 2, at 1; Basinghall- st. Off. Ass. Pennell. Sols, Law- 
rance, Plews, & Boy er, 4 Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. for Arrngt. Nov. 13. 
PAGE, Ronerr, Coal Owner, Forest of Dean, Gloucestershire, and Dover. 
Com. Fonblanque: April 27, at 12.30; and May 21, at 1.30: Basinghall- 
st. Off. Ass. Graham. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry- 
chambers. et. April 12. 

PELHAM, Georce Browne, Builder, 11 Albert-st., Camden-town. Com, 
Fane: April 21, at 2; and May 21, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Can- 
nan. Sol. Steinberg, ‘61 W atling-st., and ‘not Oldershaw, 14 St. Swithin’s- 
dane, as advertised in last Friday’s Gazette. Pet. April i 

SMITH, Grorce, Grocer, Bull-ring, Birmingham. '—— omg bib on 
28 and May 19, at 10. Og. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. 

Birmingham. Pet. April 9. 

STERN, Epwarp Orro, & Henry Datway Warrcavrce Barpwin, Mer- 
chants, Newcastle-upon- Tyne. Com. Ellison: April 21, at 12.30; and 
May 19, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Ass. Baker. 
Sols. Chater, Arnott, & Chater, Mosley-st,, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; or 
Bell, Broderick, & Bell, Bow-church-yard, London. Pet. Mar. 34. 

WALES, Epwarp, Coal and Ironstone Master, Cobridge, Burslem, Stafford- 
shire, lately carrying on business in copartnership with John Brayford & 
Abraham Brayford, at Cobridge (E. Wales & Co.) Com. Balguy: April 
26 and May 17, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Cooper, 
Tunstall; or Hodgson & Allen, Birmingham. Pet. April 12. 


Fripay, April 16, 1858. 





BARNES, Joun Tuomas, Builder, Maryland Point, Stratford, Essex, for- 
merly of 15 Lower Queen’s-row, Pentonville. Com. Fonblanque : ‘April 
30 and May 29, at 1; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Stansfeld. Sol. Pearce, 
8 Giltspur-st. Pet. April 13. 13. 


BOHTLINGK, Atexanpsr, & Grore Arnotp Gustav Essex (Bihtlingk 
Com, Perry: a eS oe Liver- 


& Co.), Merchants, Liverpool. 
pool, Of. Ass. Morgan. Sols. Holden & Son, York-bidgs., Li 
Pet. April 14, 

BUTLER, Sprissury, Carisrormer Baker, & A ae Epwarp Bakar, 
Wire Drawers, Birmingham. Com. Balguy: 26 and May IT, at 10; 
Birmingham, Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Tose ee ee 


or Ryland & Martineau, Birmingham. et. April 14 
DICKINSON, Joun Guapwis, Draper, 30 Robertson-st., Hastings. Cwr, 
Goulburn: April 28, at 11; and June 2, at 33 Basinginall-st Of. Ass. 





Nicholson, Sol. Fitch, 23 South 13. 
PATCH, Jonx, Grocer, Northampton. Conn. Fonblangue : 27, at 
11.30; and May 29, at 1.30; ee Of. Ass. . Sols 


Thomson & Son, 60 Cornhill, Pet, April 7. 

PYBUS, Curisrorasr, Spirit Merchant, ‘Catterick, Yorkshire, Com. 
West: April 30 and <3 at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Of Ass, 
Young. Sols, —? Mitealfe, Richmond; or Bond & Barwiek, 


Leeds, Pet, April 10. 
STEWARD, Cuarues Henry, Corn, Hay, and Straw Merchant, T3 Tothill- 
st., Westminster, Com, Fonblanque : April 30 and May 29, at 12; 
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Po gee Of. Ass. Stansfeld. . .Sol. Hall, 49a Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 


of AN, Josepn, Victualler, Canterbury-hall, Mary-le-Port-st., Bristol. 
Ayrton; April 27 and May 25, at 11; Bristol. Og. Ass. Acraman. 
Sonn: Brooke, Smith, & Vassall, Small-st., Bristol, Pet. April 13. 
TAYLOR, Tuomas, Flint Grinder and Miller, Moddershall-mill, Stone, 
rdshire. Com. Balguy: April 29 and May 20, at 11.30; Birming- 
ham. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Smith, Birmingham. Pet. April 9. 

WILD, Wittiam, Carman, Counter-st., Southwark. Com. Goulburn: 
April 26. at 1; and June 7, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Pennell. 
Sols. Bennett & Stark, 4 Furnival’s-inn, Holborn. Pet. April 13. * 

WILLIAMS, Cuartes, Ship Smith, Cardiff. Com. Ayrton; April 26, at 
pat and May 25, at 11; Bristol. . Ass. Miller. Sols. Waldron, Car- 

diff ; or Bevan & Girling, Bristol. Pet. Mar. 29. 

WORSLEY, Tuomas, Cotton Spinner, Cat Clough, Baxenden, Lancashire. 
April 30 “and May 21, at 12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sol. 
Sutton, Marsden-st., Manchester. Pet. April 8. 

YOXALL, Wixt14m, Saddler, Ashton-under-Lyne. May 4 and June 1, at 
12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. Sol. Gartside, Ashton-under-Lyne. 
Pet. April 13. 

BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Fray, April 16, 1858. 


Agent, Manchester.—April 12. 

MEETINGS. 

TUESDAY, April 13, 1858, . 

Busnor, Matrruew Epwin, & Epwarp Suerrarp Gissinc, Wholesale Sta- 
tioners, 76 Cannon-st. West. M. E. Bishop, residing at 1 Albert-villas, 
Seven Sisters-rd., Hornsey- ra.; and E. S. Gossing, at 5 Regina-rd., 
Hornsey-rd. Div. joint est. ; and sep. est. of M. E. Bishop, May 6, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Brow, Rozert, & Joun Brow, Corn & Coal Merchants, Great Grimsby, 
Lincolnshire. Div. sep. est. "of each, May 5, at 12; Commercial-bidgs., 
Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

Broveutox, THomas ArsuTHNot Brown, Corn Feehan, Welsh-back, 
Bristol: Div. May 13, at 11; Bristol. Com. Hill 

Brown, Georce JouN, Rope Manufacturer, Hartlepool, Durham. Last Ex. 
ol nn ~ tg Mar. 24) April 26, at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 

ne. Com 

Cave, Rozert, li Thames-st., Windsor. Div. May 6, at 12; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Cocuran, Lozan DE Wo tr, Ship Owner, South Sea House, Threadneedle- 
st. Div. May 5, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

RIcHARD, ion Agent, 22 Aldermanbury. Div. May 4, at 
12; See a Com. Evans. 
Wutism Bromiey, Merchant, Al Lime-st. Div. May 5, at 12.30; 

-st- Com. Goulburn. 

Grorrick, Samve., Hatter, 188 J Blackfriars-rd. Last Ex. April 24, at 11.30; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Hawt, Joux, Mill Maker, Dudley and Oldswinford, Worcestershire. Div. 
May 7,at 10; Birmingham. Com. y. 

Haut, Rosert, & Tuomas Hype, Mill Manufacturers, Dudley, Worcester- 
shire. Div. May 7, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Baiguy. 

Leonagp, Ship Owner, 52 Gracechurch-st. (Harker & Co.) Last 
— from Feb. 26) April 24, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fon- 

Haznis, Wuiiam, Hay, Straw, & Corn Dealer, West Bromwich. Div. 
May 6, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

HEnpezson, Peter Epwin, Civil Engineer, Cannon-st, and theretofore at 
15 Bush-lane, Cannon-st. Div. May 6, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. 


Hopason, Sa AMUEL, Stationer, Great Marylebone-st. Div. May 4, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd 

f , Currier, Lower Church-st., Whitehaven, Cumberland. 

Zast Ex. April 2%, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- -Tyne. Com. 


Lame, Hewny, Bookseller, Norbiton, Kingston, Surrey. Div. May 6, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Picxenixa, Hues, Brush Maker, Spring Garden Mill, Burnley, Lancashire, 
of firm of Hugh aig 4 John Pickering, Richard Caton Pickering, 
John Wilson Pickering, Cotton Spinners, Burnley (Pickering, Brothers), 
Die. May 6, at 11; Manchester. Com. Skirrow 

, Joun, Brash Ae cory Bury, Lancashire, of firm of Hugh Picker- 
ing, John Pickering, Richard Caton Pickering, and John Wilson Picker- 
ing, Cotton ye Burnley (Pickering, Brothers). Div. May 6, at 12; 
Manchester. Skirrow 


Boss, Tuomas. owas, Sil Maker, West Hartlepool, Durham (in copartnership with 
Francis Waiters, Hartlepool). Ph Lak Dits, April 28, at 11; Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Eh 

FRIDAY, April 16, 1858. 

Bors, Groxor, Builder and Licensed Victualler, Park-st., Bromley, Mid- 
diese x. to meet on May 10, at 12, at Guildhall Coffee-house, 
em game to decide upon any offer of composition then and there to 


Bennett, Samvet, C 





’ 


Davnt, Evwanp Russei., & Gronce Bowersank Daunt, Metal Brokers, 
Liverpool (E. 2. Dannt & Bro.) Div. sep. est. of E. Kk. Daunt; May 7, 
sot Svones Com SMevenson. 
vis, Ciakixes Henny, Builder, New Cross- tford. Div. May 7, 
at 1.20; Basinghall-st. Com. ¥onblanque. rence : 
Ex. (by adj, trom 


Heway, Innkeeper, Hartlepool, Last 
9) April 24, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com, 
Gospos, WittiamM pres, Hosier, 68 Regent-st. Div. May 7, at 12; 
oa Aw , Lodging- house Keeper, 24 Northumberland-st., Strand, and 
3a, Cannon-row, Westminster. Last Ex. (by adj. from Mar. 31) April 


a at 1.20; Basinghall-st, Com. Yonblanque. 
Hurcuines, Tuomas, —— ——— Park-st., oc ep and 


Great ee, , Yorkshire, abana 
same business in Jartnership with Witham’ Wright, and W 
at %. Mildred’s Court and Great Grimsly Hutchings & Co., oan 
oie @ Wien Wright & Co. Div. fey. 7, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
, Donato, Joun MKeax, " Lamowr (M‘Larty & Co. 
Dio, May 7, DP yy hah ss ; » 
Manprneacm, Davin, lmporter of Foreign Goods, 12 & 13 Minories, 





Ex. (by adj. from Mar. 25) April 27, at 12; Basinghall-st- Com. Fon- 
blanque 


Morton, GrorcE, Miller, Brough Mill, Hope, Derbyshire. Div. May 8, at 
10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Com. West. 

Patmer, Henry, Linen Draper, High-st., Portsmouth. Div. May 8, at 12; 

hall-st. Com. Holroyd, 

Poe, GEORGE, Sommnter Oakhill, Somersetshire. Div. May 13, at 

; Bristol. Com. Ayrton. 

snigeeaaen Georce Massutt, Grocer, Northampton. Div. May 7, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Roserts, Davip, & WittiaM JAMES Hanson, Worsted Spinners, Halifax. 
Last Ex. (after an adj. sine die), April 30, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., 
Leeds. Com. West. 

Roserts, James, Fish Dealer, Liverpool, and of Yarmouth, Norfolk. Div. 
May 7, at 11; "Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. 

Roper, THomas, Wholesale Druggist, 6 Falcon-sq. Div. May 11, at 12; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

STEEDMAN, JAMeEs, Pianoforte Manufacturer, 119 Albany-st., Regent’s-pk. 
Last Ex. May 4, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

SrEvVENSON, WILLIAM, Cooper, Sheffield. Div. May 'g, at 10; Sheffield. 
Com. West. 

TaYLor, WILLIAM, sen., WILLIAM TayLor, jun., & Henry TayYtor, Linen 
Manufacturers, Barnsley, gg pe Div. May 10, at 11 ; Commercial- 
bidgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrto j 

Vickers, WILLIAM, Bill Broker, 12 Moorgate-st. Div. May 6, at 11; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Evans. 

WakpD, NATHANIEL, Dealer in Potatoes, 50 Farringdon-market. Div. May 
6, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

WELLER, Wittiam, Stonemason, Church-st., Woolwich, Kent. Last Ex. 
(by adj. from April 14) April 28, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

We ts, Ricard, Tea Dealer, Blackburn, Lancashire. Choice of Assignee 
(by adj. from April 8) April 28, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

Woop, Wittiam, Builder, Milton-next-Gravesend. Div. May 7, at 11; 
Basinghall-st, Com. Fane. 


DIVIDENDS. 
TUESDAY, April 13, 1858, 

Keec, Epwarp, Coal Dealer, Liverpool, and Birkenhead. Second, gd. 
Turner , 53 South John-st., Liverpool; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

M‘Larty, Donap, jun., Ropert Lamont, & Jonn M‘KEAN, Merchants, 
Liverpool (M‘Larty & Co.) First, 20s., sep. est. of R. Lamont. Turner, 
53, South John-st., Liverpool ; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

Suarp, WILLIAM, Merchant, Liverpool. Div. 2d. for creditors who proved 
at dividend meeting of Mar. 19, on account of First Dividend of 6d. Tur- 
ner, 53 South John-st., Liverpool ; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

WILuuaMs, ELLIs, Tronfounder, Holyhead. First, 2s. 6d. Turner, 53 South 
John-st., Liverpool ; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 


Fripay, April 16, 1858. 

Bastow, Henry, Draper, Manchester. First, 3s. 7d. Hernaman, 69 
Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 10 to 1. 

Brown, Joun Hunrer, Rope Manufacturer, Sunderland. First, 11$d. 
Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

GARRARD, WILLIAM PASKELL, Wine and Spirit Merchant, 16 Little Tower- 
st. Second, Is. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any 
Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Roecers, James, Mason and Builder, 7 Orchard-st., Harrow-rd., Padding- 
ton. First, 34d. Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury ; any Monday, 11 to 3, 

Sanpers, RicnarD, Builder, 54 Doughty-st., Gray’s-inn-rd., lately in co- 
partnership with Edward Woolcott. First, 3s. joint est.; and 4s. 4d. sep. 
est. of R. Sanders. Pennell, 3 Guildhall-chambers, Basinghall-st.; any 
Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Stee, Joun, Manufacturer of Hosiery, Loughborough, Leicestershire. 
First, 3s. Harris, Middle-pavement, Nottingham; on Monday next, or 
three following Monday: 8, 11 to 3. 

Youne, Georce, Victualler, Crosby’s Head, Public House, Old-st.-rd. 
First, 4s, 44d. , Cannan, 18 Aldermanbury; any Monday, 11 to 3. 


" CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, uniess Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, April 13, 1858, 

Barser, James, Upholsterer, Chichester. May 4, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Bontort, Harrison, Bookseller, Boston, Lincolnshire. May 4, at 10,30; 
Shirehall, Nottingham. 

Brown, Epwarp, Common Brewer, Ditton, Warrington, Lancashire, May 
6, at 11; Liverpool. 

Brovcuton, Tuomas Arsutanot Brown, Corn Merchant, Welsh-back, 
Bristol. May 4, at 11; Bristol. 

Coates, James, Hardwareman, High-st., Blue-town, Sheerness, and lately 
of the Still Tavern, Bath-square, Portsmouth, Dealer in Clothes. May 5, 
at 11.30; Basinghal)-st. 

Corte —— James, Soap Boiler, Lowestoft, Suffolk. May 4, at 1; Basing 

st. 

CuLtemore, WitLiAM, Draper, 1 Upper Seymour-st., Euston-sq. May 5, 
at 1; Basinghall-st, 

Gtuson, Joux, Coal Merchant, Weymouth and Melecombe Regis, Dorset- 

May 5, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. 

Hanuipance, Heney, jun., & James Burien, Corn and Coal Merchants, 
Maldon, Essex. May 4, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

LizrMaNn, Martin, Lace Manufacturer, Nottingham. May 4, at 10,30; 
Shirehall, Nottingham. 

Loz, Henny Joun, Mason, Guildford.. May 4, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Newson, James, Cotton Spinner, Oldham. May 4, at 12; Manchester. 


_ReDvERN, Henry, Plumber, Nottingham. May 4, at 10,30; Shirehall, 


Nottingham. 


Ross, Thomas, Sail Maker, West Hartlepool, Durham. May 7, at 11; New- 
castle-upon-Tyne, 


——- Samugt, & James Lirrux, Printers? Bristol, May 4, at 11; 
stol 


Tuowse, Awruon Epwanp, Coach and Tire Smith and Spring Maker, 31, 
32, & ‘36 Leather-lane, Holborn. May 5, at 11; Basinghall-st, 
Fray, April 16, 1858. 
Bansen, Joun, & Fuxpencx Rosenaven, General Merchants, 1 Hammond- 
Ct., ig ery . May 6, ms ye Basinghall-st, 
Bank Agricultural Machine a Maken, Dunnington, 





Y . May 10, at ehh G Conbnenties tian taste 
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Barker, Wi114M, Earthenware Manufacturer, Longton, Staffordshire. 
May 7, at 10; ed 

Bew, JOHN, Wholesale . Manchester. May 7, at 11; Manchester, 

Butines, WitL1aM, Bonnet Shape Maker, 54 Redcross-street, and 5 Circus, 
Blackfriars-road. May 7, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

Darnton, WirtrAm, Pianoforte Manufacturer, 118 Upper-st., Islington. 
May 7, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Dusty, RrcwarD, Market Gardener, Barbourne, Claines, Worcester. May7, 
at 10; Birmingham. 

MINTYRE, Tuomas, Tailor, Leeds. May 7, at 11; Leeds. 
PaLMER, HENRY BOSWELL, Patent Fire Light Manufacturer, 2 Pilgrim-st., 
Kennington, and Gun-alley, Bermondsey. May 10, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
Reap, Jonn, Carpenter, 35 Lower Whitecross-st., Cripplegate. May 10, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st, 

Reeves, Emma, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. May 7, at 10; Bir- 
mingham. 

Suaw, James, Cloth Merchant, 
mercial-bldgs, Leeds. 

Smrra, JoHN, Paper Manufacturer, Morton Mill, near Bingley, Yorkshire. 
May 7, at 11; Leeds. 

Warwick, CuaRtes, Fancy Dress Warehouseman, 464 Friday-st., Cheap- 
side. May 11, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Woop, THomas, ‘Licensed Victualler and Serew Bolt Manufacturer, Darlas- 
ton, Staffordshire. May 7, at 10; Birmingham. 


Huddersfield. May 10, at 11; Com- 


To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
' TursDay, April 13, 1858. 

Anstey, James, Jeweller, Sheerness. April 9, 2nd class. 

Ayton, ABRAHAM Jacos, Cattle Dealer, Wilts. April 8, 2nd class. 

Barser, WILLIAM, Cattle Dealer, Dunston, Derbyshire. Mar. 27, 2nd 
class. 

BRACHER, FREDERICK, Tailor, 23 Old Jewry. Mar. 36, 2nd class; to be 
suspended for 3 mos. 

Eppy, James, Smith, 9 Edward-st., Deptford. April 9, 2nd class. 

FEARNLEY, Josavua, & JosEpH FEARNLEY, Silk Dressers, Brighouse, York- 
shire. Mar. 26, 3rd class. 

Gorpon, WILLIAM BerTRAM, Hosier, 68 Regent-st. April 9, Ist class. 

GREEN, JEHU, Cabinet Maker, St. Aldates-st., Oxford. April 9, 3rd class. 

Grecory, Ricwarp, Grocer, Halifax. 3rd class, subject to a suspension for 
12 mos. 

Hu, Davin, Cattle Dealer, ms greeny Cumberland. 
subject to suspension until Oct. 9. 

Hoxg, Josava Horner, Broker, Birkenhead. April 1, 2nd glass, subject to 
suspension for 8 mos. 

Jennines, WILLIAM, Haberdasher, 42 Paul-st., Finsbury, and 96 Shore- 
ditch, 30, 2nd class ; to be suspended for 4 mos. 

MARSHALL, JoHN, Underwriter, Angel-ct. April 9, 2nd class. 

ba Rosert Hinpry, Printer, Sunderland and Tynemouth. 

st class. 

ar Georce, Miller, Brough-mill, Hope, Derbyshire. Mar. 27, 3rd 
class, 

bictrys Cunistoruer, & Timoruy Toruam, Dyers, Wakefield. Mar. 26, 

class. 

Warxins, Henry, Lime and Brick Merchant, Irongate-wharf, Praed-st., 
Paddington. April 9, 2nd class. 

oe Guurriru, Rope Maker, Newport, Monmouthshire. 


April 9, 3rd_ class, 


April 8, 


April 


Fripay, April 16, 1858, 
ALLEN, Davip Jonn, Draper, Carmarthen, April 13, 3rd class, after a sus- 
pension of 6 mos. 
Beam, Jam, & Henny Braven, Builders, Bedminster, Bristol. May 13, 
e 
gy Jonn, Grocer, Cymmer, Pontypridd, Glamorganshire. April 13, 


M'BEan, Joun, Shoemaker, Pillgwenlly, near Newport, Monmouthshire. 
April 12, 3rd class, after a suspension of 6 mos. 
eee Tuomas, Woolstapler, Frome Selwood, Somersetshire. April 12, 


Rostnson, Witttam, Licensed Victualler, Milnethorpe, Heversham-with- 
Milnethorpe, Westmoreland. April 13, 2nd class. 
Rorucarip, Josepn, Silversmith, 22 Union-st., Bristol. 
Warwick, CaarLes, Commission Agent, Manchester. 

& suspension "of 18 mos. from June 8, 1855. 


Professional Partnerships Drssolbvev. 
Turspay, April 13, 1858, 

Pepter, Epwarp Hostyn, & Hvumpury Miter Grits, Attorneys and 
Solicitors, Liskeard, Cornwall. April 8. By mutual consent. E. H, 
bed retires from business; the business will in future be carried on by 

Phas, Grylls alone. 
Ferix, Epowarp WeyMan Wabeson, & Reatnaup Appaca, Proctors, 
20 gy oe Doctors’-commons, April 10. By mutual consent (as 
relates to F, Slade). Debts received and paid by E. W. Wadeson & R, 
Appach, by whom the said profession will in future be carried on. 


Fripay, April 16, 1858, 


Paksswet, Grorcr, & CHantes Freperitck MIcHELMors, Gents., Totnes, 
art, Attorneys, Solicitors, and Conveyancers. By mutual consent ; 


April 12, 3rd class. 
April 8, 3rd class, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
TugspayY, April 13, 1858, 
rad by one Grocer, 10 een's-bidgs., Brompton. Feb. 23, 
T. Conway, Merchant, Mincing-lane ; H. W. Peek, Merchant, 
Rastcheap. Sol. Reed, whey me osgye poe Basinghall-st. 
, JOHN, Lodging-house Kee i: 4 Falconer-sq., Scarborough. April 
: Trustees, J. Walters, Miller, Eastwood, Notts; R. Tindall, Labourer, 
Falsgrave, Scarborough. Creditors to execute before May 4. 


Darermere, Jonn, Contectioner, Newcastle- ui n-Tyne. Mar, 20, Trustees, 
A. , Accountant, Hewosetlonupan’ ne; ‘J. G. Fleet, Whdlemie 
lean jon, ee at offices of Robinson, Nichols, 

. 





’ sao, & lemon Winer, Table ee Menatesumam, Shef- 


I er Sheffield. Noah Wi cree been oh on 
ket-pl., Sheffield, : 








Errineton, Grorce, Draper, Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Mar. 18. Trustees, 
R. Liddell, Cork Manufacturer, C. Brough, Auctioneer, both of New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. Creditors to execute before June 19. Sols. Hodge & 

. Harle, Wellington-pl., Pilgrim-st., Newcastle-upou-Tyne. 

Faruey, Frepericx, Licensed Victualler, Plumber, & Glazier, Great Bridge, 
Staffordshire. Mar. 16. Trustee, J. Spittle, Gent., Westbromwich. Sol. 
Wright, 6 Waterloo-st., Birmingham. 

German, WrLL14M, Basket Maker, Bramley, Leeds, and of Bradford, York- 
shire. Aprill. 7Zrustees, G. Ackroyd, Bank Cashier, Bradford; G. 
Binns, Merchant, Bradford; J. S. Edmondson, Gent., Manningham, 
Bradford. Creditors to execute before June 2. Sols. Rawson, George, 
& Wade, Bradford. 

Jones, Epwarp, Builder, Gregson-st., Everton, Liverpool. Mar. 23. 
Trustees, O. Parry, Timber Merchant, 10 Cobden-street, Everton; D. 
Roberts, Lath Cleaver, 65 Great Howard-st., Liverpool ; D. Evans, Paper- 
hanger, 1 Mount Vernon-st., Low-hill, Liverpool. Sol. Saunderson, 
Liverpool. 

Pearson, Witt1AM, Gent., East Bergholt, Suffolk. April 8. 
Bawtree, jun., Banker, Colchester. 
Colchester. 

PICKNELL, WILLIAM, jun., Builder, 6 Portland-terr., Hastings. April 9. 
Trustees, J. Reeves, Tronmons ger, Hastings; S. Putland, jun., Timber 
Merchant, 24 Ev ersfiel d-pl., Hastings. Creditors to execute before June 
10. Sols. J. & S. Langham, 1 High-st., Hastings. 

Raven, Jonn Henry, jun., Watchmaker, Eastbourne, Sussex. Mar. 29. 
Trustees, E. D. Wilmot, Wholesale Jeweller, Vyse-st., Birmingham ; J. 
Haine, Cabinet Maker, Eastbourne. Sol. Eastbourne, Sussex. 

Suaw, Tuomas, Hosier, Sutton-in-Ashtield, Notts. April6. Trustees, J. 
Boot, Mineral Surveyor, Hucknall-under-Huthwaite, Notts; W. Hill, 
Framesmith, Hucknall-under-Huthwaite. Creditors to execute before 
June 7. Sol. Smith, High-st., Nottingham. 

WALKER, Wittiam, Draper, East Retford, Notts. Mar. 31. Trustee, 
fc W. Bingham, Draper, Rampton, Notts. Sols. Newton & Jones, East 

etford. 


Trustee, J. 
Sols. Howard, Inglis, & Keeling, 


Fripay, April 16, 1858. 


Agnort, JAMES, Joiner, late of Newcastle-upon-Tyne, now of York. April 2. 
Trustee, J. Elliott, Builder, Newcastie-upon-Tyne. Creditors to execute 
before June 3. Sols. Forster, Grey-st., or Armstrong, 60 Dean-st., New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 

BurNELL, James, Linen Draper, Bridgwater, Somersetshire. Mar. 28. 
Trustee, J. Woodland, Banker, Bridgwater. Creditors to execute before 
May 29. Sol, Reed, Bridgwater. 

Burt, Joun, Carpet & General Salesman, 48 Shoe-lane, Holborn-hill. 
Mar. 20. Trustees, A. Smith, Cabinet Maker, 30 New Union-st., Fore- 
st., Cripplegate; J. Whatley, Tailor, 48 Bridge-st., Southwark. Credi- 
tors to execute before June 21. Sol. Levy, 14 ‘Arundel-st., Strand. 

GLASSPOOLE, WILLIAM, Merchant, W ymondham, Norfolk. ‘April 6. Trus- 
tees, T. W. Read, Merchant, Trowse, Norwich ; J. Cann, Farmer, Wy- 
mondham. Sols. Miller, Son, & Bugg, Norwich. 

Grice, Jonn, Farmer, Frodsham, Cheshire. Mar. 23. Trustees, J. An- 
drews, Farmer, Frodsham; W. Holland, Farmer, Frodsham. Creditors 
to execute before June 24. Sol. Harrisson, Frodsham. 

HarpMan, Witiiam, & James Duepate, Spindle and Fly Makers, Farn- 
worth, near. Bolton, Lancashire. Mar. 31. Trustees, W. A. Jenner, fron 
Merchant, Manchester; A. Norton, Steel Merchant, Newton Heath. 
Creditors to execute before June 1. Sols. Slater & Myers, 16 Tib-lane, 
Manchester. 

Hitt, Joun, Plumber, Evesham, Worcestershire. Mar. 27. Trustees, T. 
Sarjeant, "Gent., Evesham ; H. Taylor, Merchant’s Clerk, Sparkbrook, 
near Birmingham. Creditors to execute before June 28. Sol. Byreh, 
Evesham. 

Hurson, Joun, Builder, Crediton, Devon. Mar. 26. Trustees, J. Follett, 
Merchant, Topsham, Devon; J. Pasmore, Gent., Newton St. Cyres ; 
Bradford, Farmer, Cheldon, Cheriton Fitzpaine ; 8. S. Rawle & W. Gam- 
mon, Timber Merchants, Barnstaple. Creditors to execute by April 26. 
Sol. Langdon, Crediton. 

Kwicat, Wiitram James, Coridwainer, late of Abingdon, Berks, now of 
Margate, Kent, Victualler. Mar. 20. Trustees, W. Ballard, Chemist, 
Abingdon ; H. Goléby, Upholsterer, Abingdon. Creditors to execute 
before July 21. Sol. Towne, Margate. 

Mitter, Davi, Commission Agent, Manchester. Mar. 29. Trustees, G. 
M. Chadwick, Manufacturer ; T. Jackson, Silk Manufacturer, Manchester. 
Sols. Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, Manchester; or Sole, Turner, & 
Turner, 68 Aldermanbury. 

NEALE, AGNgs, Milliner, Princes-st., Hanover-sq. April 10. rwatee, S. 
Busby, Gent., 6 Grafton-terr., Kentish Town. Creditors to execute be- 


fore July 11. Sols. Fallows & Son, 10 Addison-terr., K 
Pickin, AMBrosk Swann, Hosier, 185 Scotland-road, Liv Trustee, 
J.S. Blease, Accountatt, Liverpool. Soils. Townsend, y, & Jack- 


son, 21 Fenwick-st., Liverpool. 

Porrer, Francis Fsnnor, Wheelwright, Thorverton, Devonshire. Mar. 
26. Trustee, E. Nicholls, Ironmonger, Bridgwater, Somersetshire. Cre- 
ditors to execute before June 4. Sol, Brice, Bridgwater. 

RinMinetTon, Georee HUBBARD, Grocer, Wymondham, Leicestershire. 
Mar. 27. Trustees, J. Swain, Grocer, Leicester; H. Allen, Grocer, Lei- 
cester, Sol. Harvey, 10 Market-st., Leicester. 

Sanps, Jaurs, & JosEPR BLacksrtt, Grocers, Milford, Pembrokeshire. Mar, 
16. Trustees, T. 'T. Williams, Brash Manufacturer, Grafton-pl., Euston- 

; W. Hopwood, Accountant, Aldine-chambers, Paternoster-row. In- 
denture lies at office of said W. Hi \o 

WoveEnbdeN, Josspu, Victualler, ester. as. 9. Syetaae Pane 

Grocer, Manchester ; H, Hayes, Surveyor, Mane 


Fishmonger, Manchester, Sol. Simpson, 33 South ‘king. st, "wha 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Toespay, Apri? 13, 1858, 
Seppox, Joun, Bamber Bridge, Walton-le-Dale, Lancashire > in 
June, 1857), Seddon ve. Seddon, at District Registrar's Office 
county palatine af Lancaster, 6 Camden-pl., Preston. Last Day Jor Frew? 
* May 4, 


VWRinding-uy of Joint Stock Compances. 
Tugspay, Apri? 13, 1858. 
COMMERCIAL AND General Lips Assurancs, Annurry, Fawr Espow- 
MENT, AND Loan Assoctation.-The Master of the “Rolls 
orders that a call of my vy share be made on each 
and that, on April 21, at 12, at ls 


on the list up to Mar, Jewry- 
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chambers, he pay the amount of such call to W. Turquand, the Official 
Manager of the Company. 

Lonpon AND Eastern Bankinc Corroration.—V.C. Wood purposes, on 
April 24, at 12, at his Chambers, to make a call on all the Contributories 
on the list included in Class A, being the holders of shares at the date of the 
Winding-up Order, and also included in Class C, being Shareholders who 
had transferred their shares within three years prior to that date, whose 
last-known places of abode are within the United Kingdom, respectively 
settled on the list up to and inclusive of April 6, and that such call shail 
be for £50 per share.—Also will proceed, on August 5, at 12, at his 
chambers, to settle the list of Contributories as regards those in Class 
B, being the holders of shares at the date-of the Winding-up Order, and 
also included in Class D, being shareholders who had transferred their 
shares within three years prior to the date of the Winding-up Order, 
whose last known places of abode respectively are not within the United 
Kingdom. And on the same day, at 12.30, will proceed to make a call on 
the above-mentioned Contributories in Classes B and D, settled on the 
said list up to and inclusive of April 5, and purposes that such call shall 
be for £50 per share. 

Fripay, April 16, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN BANKRUPTCY. 

CarLLaup’s Patent Tanyixne Company (Limtrep).—A petition has been 
presented to the Court of Bankruptcy by Jean Marie Leonidas Caillaud, 
Marsh-gate-lane, Stratford, Essex, Manufacturer, a creditor of this com- 
pany, praying for the dissolution and winding-up of the said Company, 
which will be heard before Mr. Com. Goulburn, in Basinghall-st. , on 


April 28, et 1. : 
Scotch Sequestrations. 
TuespAY, April 13, 1858. 

Batn, Davin, & Joun Attan, Joint Tenants of Farm of Smerrel, and 
Joiners, Smerrel, Bower, Caithness. April 16, at 1; Leith’s Caledonian 
Hotel, Wick. Seq. April 6. 

CRUICKSHANK, ALEXANDER, Miller, Bridge-end Mills, and Farmer at 
Auchengeich and Molleahill, Moodie’s Burn, Lanarkshire. April 16, at 
12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. April 7. 

Doveras, Joun, Farmer, Sibster, Thurso, Caithnesshire, * Teg April 
20, at 12; Trotter’s Caledonian-inn, in Thurso. Seq. April 

Duxx, ADAM WILLIAM, sometime Merchant in Melrose, now Tenant of Farm 
of Cleughhead, Hobkirk, ger ig mg April 20, at 11; Smith’s & 
Robson’s-chambers, Kelso. Seg. April 

Fixtay, Ropert, House Factor, Sant ytond, Pm April 19, at 2; 
M‘Phun’s-hotel, George’s-sq., Gasgow. Seg. April 

FousyTa, Rowert, Architect, &c., Juniper Bank, Tinrso, Cees. 
April 17, at 12 ; Bain’s Royal- hotel, Thurso. Seq. April 

STEVENSON, LOBERT, Farmer, Braehead, Old Moctlend, ” Lanarkshire. 
April 20, at 2; Faculty-hall, St. George’ ‘s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. April 8. 

Warretaw, Matruew, Tailor, Airdrie, Lanarkshire. April 22, at 2; Royal- 
hotel, Airdrie. Seg. April 9. 


Fray, April 16, 1858. 
Lanarkshire. April 23, at 2; 


Sand < h 





Jerrrey, Rosert, 
Bruce Arms-inn, Hamilton. Seq, April 14. 

Muir, Joun, Manufacturer and ce, Glasgow (Muir & Co.), and at 
Melbourne and Ballarat, Australia (Muir, bros., & Co.) April 20, at 12; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. April 12. 

Wer, ARCHIBALD, Wine and Spirit Merchant, 361 Gallowgate, Glasgow. 
April 23, at 12; Glasgow Stock Exchange, National Bank-bidgs., Glas- 
gow. Seq. April 13. 








jy ESSEL AND KUKLA’S PATENT GAS 
HEAT DISSEMINATOR, for Warming Public Buildings, Ware- 
houses, Offices, and the Rooms and Halls of Private Dwellings. 

The Heat Disseminator now offered to the public is considered by all Gas 
Engineers, Fitters, and Scientific Persons, who have had an opportunity of 
testing it, a great benefit or public boon. The construction is so simple 
that it cannot get out of repair. None of the heat produced is wasted, as 
no flues are required, which is an immense economy of expense. 

No regulation or particular attention is wanted during the action, and, 
therefore, no inconvenience can arise from leaving the Gas burning any 
length of time, and is perfectly secure from accidents by fire. 

The “ Mining Journal,” of October 25, 1856, says :— 

“ The application of gas for domestic and other purposes has now become 
almost general ; but great objections have arisen to its extended use, on 
account of general impurity. This is now entirely obviated by the Heat 
Disseminator, patented by Messrs. Wessyn. and Kvxia, Hanover-square. 
The invention consists of a cylindrical vessel, of a light form, in which a 
single jet of gas is introduced, and by atmospheric air diffused around. 
Although but one flame is required for the apparatus, it nevertheless 
evolves and disseminates a heat of great intensity, resulting from the con- 
centration of the intrinsic power of the flame. As there is a perfect con- 
sumption of the combustible materials, as well as their products, no 
Obnoxious and unhealthy smells exist; uor is there any deposit of soot or 
dust ; flues and pipes are likewise rendered unnecessary. The body from 
which the heat emanates attracts and decomposes all impuritics in the air, 
and consequently renders it a useful article for hospitals, churches, and 
other oor nan we where great heat and uniform temperature are required. The 

Messrs. Wessex and Co.’s wareroom (65 feet by 26) consumes about 
5 S fost of gas in an hour, the average cost of which is 4d.; fora EB geen of 
smaller dimensions, the consumption of yas would be in 5 

Pee the “‘ Derbyshire Advertiser ” of November 21, 1856, says :— 

“ Messrs. Wessel and Kukla have just patented an apparatus called the 
Heat Disseminator, which we have seen in operation at the warehouse of 
the former gentlemen, at 18, Hanover-square, London. The heat given 
forth is pure pe without smell, and the invention is recommendatory both 
upon the score of convenience and economy, the apparatus being very smal), 
and the warming of a good-sized room costing but one farthing per hour, 
The salon to which we aliude is exclusively devoted to the reception of 
German music, a sheet of which, from any part of the warehouse, was 
foun! to present a ¥ crisp ‘and dry appearance, although five feet of 
hyena: hour, and the extertor was damp, The 
heat for 


4a. A, HOFMANN & Co,, Sie Agnes toreiee Catbod Sieaginin, 
London, Seyt., 1657, 9, Gresham Street, London, E.C, 








HEPBURN'S 
Old Established Cash and Heed Box Manufactory, 


93, Cuancery LANE (six doors north of Law Institution), 
N.B.—Offices and Strong Rooms fitted up with iron doors, frames, and 
shelves, Estimates given. Lists of sizes and prices forwarded on appli- 
cation. 


ROMOTER LIFE ASSURANCE and ANNUITY 
COMPANY, 9, Chatham Place, New Bridge Street, London. 
Established in 1826. Subscribed Capital, £240,000. 
DIRECTORS. 
Georce J. SHAW LEFEVRE, Esq. 
Roperr PAK, Esq., 
Samvugt Smiru, Esq. 
| Le Marcnant Tuomas, Esq 
TRUSTEES. 
Sir John G. Shaw Lefevre, K.C.B., F.R.S. 
John Deacon, Esq. 
This Society effects every description of Life Assurance, both on the bonus 
and non-bonus systems. Its non-bonus rates are lower than those 
of most offices, and the following are specimens of the additions which have 
been made to the beneficial policies. 
Policy date. Sumassured. Bonus added. 
1839 £4000 





Tuomas Fretp Gipson, Esq. 

Tue Rr. Hon. W. G. Hayter, M.P. 
Feeperick Hausey Janson, Esq. 
CHARLES JOHNSTON, Esq. 


Chas. Johnston, Esq. 


Sum payable at death. 
AA79T_— ss © 6 


£797 6 6 
1841 500 104 17 604 17 
1843 500 104. 5 2 604 5 2 
1847 1000 141 1264 1141 12 4 


A division of profits takes place every five years, and officers in the army 
and navy, diseased lives, and persons going out of Europe, are also assured 
on moderate terms. 

Prospectuse with further particulars may be obtained at the office. 

MICHAEL §. ay ‘amd, Secretary. 





Improved Rent of £150 per Annum, arising from en commanding pre- 
mises, 36, King William-street, City. 


ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS are favoured with 
instruetions to offer by public COMPETITION, at the MART, 
Bartholomew-lane, London, on WEDNESDAY, APRIL 28, at TWELVE, 
the IMPROVED RENT of £150 per ANNUM, arising from and well secured 
upon those valuable business premises, 36, King William-street, City, held 
for the remainder of a term of twenty-one years, from Midsummer, 1852, 
at a rent of £400 per annum, and let on lease for the same term, less seven 
days, at £550 per annum. Particulars may be obtained of Messrs. Oliverson, 
Lavie, & Peachey, Solicitors, 8, Frederick's-place , Old Jewry ; at the Mart; 
and of Messrs. Beadel & Sons, 25, Gresham-street, E.C. 








Pall Mall.—Valuable. and ling I hold Property, situate at th» 
corner of John-street, leading to St. James’ s-square, and being No, 20 
Pall Mall. 


MESSRS. BEADEL and SONS have received 





instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the Mart, Bartholomew- 
lane, on WEDNESDAY, APRIL 28, at TWELVE, the above very valuable 
and eligibiy situate PREMISES. ‘The ground floor is in hand, and is admi- 
rably adapted for the offices of a public company, or a banking establish- 
ment. The upper floors are let in suites of chambers. The whole is held 
at a moderate rent by assignment of lease for a remainder of a term of 
twenty-one years from March 25, 1852, and offers a desirable opportunity 
for acquiring first-class business property with possession, 

Further particulars may be obtained of Messrs. Oliverson, Lavie, and 
Peachey, Solicitors, 8, Frederick’s-place, Old Jew ry; at the Mart; and of 
Messrs. Bendel & ‘Sons, 25, Gresham-street, E.C., of whom only cards to 
view yey t be y obtained. 








MITCHAM, SURREY.—Detached “Family Residence, with Lawns, Gnotonm 
and two enclosures of Pasture Land, close to the Mitcham Station on the 
London, Croydon, Wimbledon, and E psom Railway, and also the London, 
Wimbledon, and Crystal Palaee Railway. 


\ {| ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS have been instructed 

to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Bartholomew-lane, London, 
on WEDNESDAY, APRIL 28, at TWELVE, in One Lot, a valuable de- 
tached, first-class FAMILY RESIDENC E, situate on the high road from 
London to Brighton, and close to Lower Mitcham-green, and within a quarter 
of a mile of the Mitcham Station on the London, Croydon, Wimbledon, and 
Epsom Railway, and within half-an-hour’s ride of London, It includes a 
a well-arranged residence, with suitable accommodation for a gentleman's 
family, with greenhouse, forcing pits, lawns, and gardens, also coach-house 
and stabling, and other buildings, with two enclosures of pasture land ; the 
whole occupying an area of 3a. 2r, 19p, Held on lease for twenty-one years 
from the 24th day of June, 1855, at the rent of £80 per annum, and at pre- 
sent let at £110 per annum. 

May be viewed by card only, to be obtained of Messrs. Beadel and Sons, 
and by permission of the tenant, between the hours of twelve and three 
o'clock, and particulars obtained of Messrs. Oliverson Lavie, and Peachey, 
Solicitors, 8, 8, Frederick’s-place, Old Jewry; at the Mart; and of Messrs. 
Beadel and ‘Sons, 25, Giresham-street, E.C. 





Frechold Investment, in the neighbourhood of Long Acre, 


ESSRS. RUSHWORTH and JARVIS will SELL 

by AUCTION, at the MART, om FRIDAY, APRIL 30, a large 
FREEHOLD HOUSE, with double fronted shop, situate No, ny pote 
at the corner of Langley-court, Long Acre, in the of St. Pas 

Covent Garden, recently put into thorough repair, and let ~ lease to Mr. 

James Potter, builder, for a term of twenty-one years, from Lady-day last, at 
the moderate rent of £40, and offering a safe investinent for a moderate 
« italiat, 

lars may be obtuined at the Mart; of Messrs, Pike and 
Solicitors, 16, Old rlington-street ; and of Messrs. wort and i 
Saville-row, Kegent-street, und 19, Change-alley, 
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BERNARD'S TRIAL. 

The jury having acquitted Bernard on the charge of 
felony, the Crown officers have exercised a wise discretion 
in abandoning the prosecution for misdemeanour. The 

excitement will now, it is to be hoped, subside ; 

reason and common sense will stand some chance of 

ing listened to when they = oo the law of 
regarding conspiracies in this country against 

— eggs i Soe joa goo, as without unnese 
sary delay, into a distinct an ble shape. One 
Government has been Siegel cea pokes 2 for 
ing to amend this law. Another Government has 
assailed with all the vehemence of invective for 
endeavouring to prove by actual experiment that the same 
law did not need amendment. We are far from recom- 
Saute an that our law should be changed, or that 
its exi provisions should be enforced, on the demand 
of any foreign power. But that which it may be 
proper to re to do off-hand upon French dictation, 
may, on deliberation, be wisely conceded to the opinion 
of the whole civilised world. We cannot pretend to 
disguise from ourselves that the late proceedings in 
Parliament, and a good deal also of that which passed 
at the Old Bailey, is by no means calculated to raise the 
credit of our nation in the judgment of enlightened 
The verdict of the jury can scarcely excite 

and it is certainly not our intention to impugn 

the } of the jurymen. But if we read Mr. Edwin 
James's speech, to see by what arguments and by what 
appeals to sentiment and to passion he gained his 
triumph, we shall be unable to form any very exalted 
estimate either of the intelligence of the a Eng- 
lish citizen, or of the dignity of the lish advocate, 
and the height and difficulty of his art. We have been 
often - that the omy of et abhors the 
crime of assassination, it was absolu necessary, 
in addressing the jury in Bernard's case, to give them 
, in the strongest manner, this 
manly British sentiment ; yet Britons in general profess 
tlso to abhor despots, and it was highly desirable 
the twelve icular specimens of the race 
to Mr. James should not only pro- 

but act upon this antipathy. Those persons 
are not content with simply vapouring against 


ree 


who 

find, on looking at th i i , th 
te aly ile wap ob ping itt err t 
deavour to shoot or stab them. But this is “ cowardly, 
ae assassination,” which Mr. James did not 


stand there to ~ sg cule 
ever, whether a great 
was not to fe See ee 


Emperor deserve to be characterised by other 
epithets than those he had applied to the crime gene- 
rally? It may have been this arti 
adapted ag uce the effect he sought; but if that be 
80, It goes to prove that the English juryman has 
but an imperfect moral sense, and that. pleading before 
him is not a very exalted function. If assassination is a 
crime, it is a crime always; and a court of justice is cer- 
ony Se vey Se ee where the attempt should be 
made to supersede, the general rules of right and wrong 
out of regard to a supposed necessity. 

The twelve “men of intelligence, men acquainted 
with a yy ma ps history, knowing what was going 
on around them,” may be pardoned or allowing their 
judgment and their memories to be fascinated ; 
J cease dp ep pga e, as Age cobaly read his 
speech are not so easily beguiled. It might be perfectl 
safe to tell an excited common jury, that France had 
demanded the surrender of the exiles, and that Lord 
Palmerston’s Government had invited the House of 
Commons to destroy the asylum afforded to them. But 
certainly our own acquaintance with contem 
history does not embrace these facts. Mr. James's 
speech, we are well aware, was intended to be spoken, and 
to be spoken only once, whereas we have read it seve- 
Feds Still » oe ytre a bold "ieee on 

e thising credulity of the jurymen. were 
aun Was that Be was an accomplice of Orsini, 
not in any plot of assassination, but in an enterprise for 

ing Italy. The jury were complimented by 
the supposition that “they knew what was going on 
around them.” Happily, attempts at revolution are not 
among the ordinary experiences of London tradesmen. 
The gleam of bayonets and the roar of hostile cannon 
are only known to them from the perorations of po) 
declaimers. War and its horrors are very im ly 
understood by those who have never shared in them; 
and we doubt whether the most imaginative j in 
the box could realise what his feelings Kea if a 
dapper little Zouave were actually tickling him under 
the fifth rib with an instrument of cold steel, while one 
of . Emperor's very latest improvements in “ 
was trying its range at a neat row of semi- 
detached villa residences in the distance. A jury must 
know very little indeed of all such matters before it 
would be eae to “—_ of © gmat eterna 
regenerating by means of six two revolver 
pistols, and a : . We should have thought that 
even their familiarity with the artillery company and the 
militia would suffice to teach all London citizens that such 
preparations as these could be suitable only for that 
retail dealing in war which most moralists have agreed 
to call murder. We know it will be said that the 
implements of death which came to the hands of Orsini 
an yee shoe ghsy Bo coclegen ng . t. a et ee 
put it, “ Orsini was ing arms for some great politi 
cal émeute in Italy.” But Orsini, unlike some of our 
own blus was a man of action, who could not 
have deceived himself by such a ridiculous pretence as 
this. According to the prosecution, it took three 
and one horse to transmit six grenades by way of 
Brussels to Paris; and the prisoner admitted that all 
this i was employed with the same substan. 
tial result, while he only questioned the i 
the grenades delivered in Paris with those sent 

i ham. Was ever such an enormous di 
of means to ends heard of ? The wildest extravagance 
of the most frantic period of our Crimean winter never 


came at all near this. But Mr. we know, had 
mortgaged his estate, and was with funds for 
liberating Italy. Imagine, Bernard and 


G d of had travelled 
2 Pek a bea oe horses, 





to Paris, vid 
half. 
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railway and steam et com’ 
Tele, Hall‘ teta Sttiched freqie 
mission of revolvers. Mf. Allsop’s mortgage | 
Wotild bé soon spetit at this work, and what then? . 
Paris aii eligible basis of operations for ati atmed itiva- 
sion of Italy? Havitig, W a inost tedious and expensive 
protest; tollected 4 small ine of arms in Paris, 
without attrdtting the notice of the poli¢e—a most tin- 
likely stipposition—the next thing to be done would be 
té get some Other enthusiast to mortgage an estate, and to 
léy the sdtiie trouble and the same outlay in moving 
the biagasite elsewhere. Surely the exquisite absurdity 
of this plan for a revolutionary ber ie could scarcely 
escape eveh 4 juty of peaceful etae ka , 
Orsini was forced to coricludé, Tike Brutiis, “it thust 
bé by His death.” By assassination he might possibly attain 
his end; But in what Mr. James calls “a vast organiza- 
tidi,” including the gee of 500 or 600 grenades, 
he saW 16 Hope at all. Such plans may pass miuster at 
the Léitester-square debatifig-club, or in drawing-rooms 
where moiistached exiles are the rage, or with a jury at 
thé Old Bailey ; but they will not stand the test of stern 
reality. Bayoniets arid cannon aré tit the less ugly ens- 
tomérs because they fence the thrones of déspots. Mr, 
Jiimes; indeed, may be pardoned for speaking Highitly of 
midttérs upon which hé can have thought but little. “He 
is 86 ignorant of the commonest traditions of freedom 
a8 to talk of the “ Swiss mountains, which had echoed 
to the names of Hofer and of Tell.” Hofer, we need 
not say, was a Tyrolese. True, he was 4 mountaineer, 
80, perhaps, Mr. James was as near as he cared 
to be to truth. In the same loose, careless fashion, 
the nationality even of ‘Mr. James’s own client ap- 
pears to be at times forgotten. The most ignorant 
people, we should havé thought, had now discarded 
the belief that all foreigners are Frenchmen; but Mr. 
Jamies spoke as if-he and the jury were under that im- 
pression. Or was it on the principle, “omne solum forti 
cy ire Orsini and Bernard were représented as 
ting to restore the liberties of their common 
yor As fr. Jaiiés, it seems, had not 
tinct idea what land it was which the grenades and. the 
feyolvérs and the dagger were intended to win for free- 
dom; and he ought, satis to be pardoned for an 
be if which may have existed in his instructions. 
To call a policeman a “ spy,” and a law of the year 
1829 a “a musty old Act,” is part of the recognised 
theatrical business on these occasions. It is not ver 
dignified, nor, we should think, very effective, but it is 
usnal, and may pi But we must protést against Mr. 
James's assumption, that Englishmen, in the circam- 
stances of these Italian and French exiles, would hang 
about the purlieus of a foreign capital and potter in 
revolution as they do. When Englishmen found the 
political staté of their native land intolérable, the A 
not bmi assassinations, or “ vast organisations” of h f- 
a-dozen erithusiasts—they would not ¥: themselves 
amd the tratiquillity of 4 country still deat to them 
Without any reasonable hope—but they sought, beyond 
thé ocean, # néw hottie for and 4 fertile soil, where 
@ sééds of their opinions t grow up and flourish 
n the fill tie of Providence arrived. 
. ‘THE OHANCERY AMENDMENT BILL: 

The whole tendency of modern improvements in 
fa.! procedure lias been to make each Court com- 


panies, and the French 
oe te Fo 





uired a dis- 


in itself, without the aid of any supplementary 
rise a sand the Bill introduced, by ih lito 
eral is almost & necessary corollary of the Acts 
already itt operation. Whether we are destined ever to 
arrive at thé fusion of law and equity, which is the dream 
of those teformiers ate canihot éndure an anomaly, it 
i8 ndt Vety iin just now to inquire, because it is 
ed 


iene 









forms, and not by any sudden coup-de-main. The Solicitor- 
Geiiéfal’s Billis tindoubtedly a step in this direction, liké 
many Other modificatiotis of practice which have been 
introduced by tecent statutes. Alteady the Courts of 
Common Law are endowed with nearly all the peculiar 
jurisdiction. of Courts of Equity ; fey listen. to 
equitable pleas; they can interrogate defendants; and 
are no longer debarred from, exercising the right. of 
granting injunctions and specific performance, which 
ormerly belonged to the Court of Chancery 4lone . 
So, too, the Equity Courts have acquired the power 
of examining witnesses viva voce, and have ceased 
to send points of law to be decided on the otlier 
side of Westminster Hall: The great defect. in. their 
jurisdiction is the absence of any duthority to award 
damages, so that a suitor who has obtained specific per- 
formance cannot, without resorting to a second court, 
obtain compensation for breaches of coritract alread 
committed. ‘There was a substantial reason for t 
while the Court of Chancery was unable to avail ‘itself 
of the assistance of a jury to assess the amount of 
damage, and the Bill of the Solicitor-General is intended 
at once to enlarge the jurisdiction of the Court, and to 
remove the reason which justified the old restriction. 
Courts of Equity, are .to, haye authority, in. suits,for 
specific performanée or injuhction, to award damages to 
the plaintiff; and in order to enable them to exercise the 
power advantageously, they are empowered to summon 
juries and investigate questions of fact in the same way 
as is done on a trial at nisi prius. At the same time, the 
power of directing issues is concurrently retained, so: as 
to afford a more convenient. tribunal where the iceatibn 
of a. dispute necessitates a trial in a distant county. 
There cannot be two opinions as to the propriety of 
this charge, and the only wonder is, that it was 
not made a long time ago. It is difficult to gues 
what the ultimate working of the innovation will he, 
but if we were to speculate upon it we should he 
inclined to anticipate the extinction, sooner or later, 
of the Examiner’s office. This would not be to ws 
a matter of regret, for we are convinced that the 
system of taking evidence at present established is 
very imperfect means of getting at the truth. |, 
viva yoce examination as at. present conducted is often 
useful for the purpose of bringing out facts which migh 
otherwise be difficult to prove; but as a machinery for 
testing the credibility of witnesses, and picking out 
truth from contradictory evidence, it is almost worthless, 
There are two fatal objections to it; one, that the judge 
who has to decide the eause does not. see the demea 
of the witnesses, but only hears a deposition, in whis 
the ¢ontradictions and hesitations, the prevarication and 
reluctance, with which the evidence of a disho rit- 
ness may abound, are softened down or obliterated in the 
process of reducing the results of the examination tos 
continuous narrative. Another still more serious defec 
is that, assontine to the present course, a bcmey Nog D 
brought up for cross-examination after the time for filing 
evidence on the other side is passed, . A thoroughly dis 
honest witness may, therefore, say what he p. 5 
wll be 





the least fear of being contradicted by any, on 
By the Solicitor-General’s Bill the Court will be able to 
try any question of fact by means of a jury. and if tt 
experiment only has fair play, it will pot, be Tong belo 
its superiority to the present system will make itsell 
Pees a No one, indeed, ever supposed het oe exar 
mination before a subordinate officer was aa acious a8 
one before the Court itself; aiid the paths g on 
which the plan was reconimiended by the Chancery 
Commissioners was, that too much of the judge’s ie 
would be occupied if he were himself to superintend the 
examination of witnesses. here was never, much 
weight in this consideration, because thé obvious ret 

is always at hand of inting additional judges if, 


present staff. fiid 4 Ives too severely, worked.,..Bi 
af she Fyne. whem te.) uanesa Cootmanoneys 
was a prejudi any such addition, to 


e 
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’ 4 ; Examiner's office was 
aoe cores wes) ee 
and will; we hope, s60n give way to what all 

to be a more perfect mode of eliciting truth. 


of the Equity Bench, which has néw, in 
ndéw, in a 
for 


in modérn procedure Bills, a large discretion 
ft to the Court as to the machinery by which the 
new eed and This i 






w practice is to be introd: cs is, 
we iin ine faa retional course, ane will afford i 
the or an opportunity of improving the 
court over which he predion by the light of the ex- 
perience which he gained in the courts where he practised. 


We are glad to observe. that the principle of the 
Bill is welcomed on both sides of the House. Indeed, 
the late. Attorney-General formerly introduced a mea- 
sure of the same kind, which somehow slipped through 
inthe midst of more nog business. His co-operation 
may therefore be relied on, and has; in fact, been pro- 
mised, itt reducing the Bill to the best possible shape ; 
and there can be little doubt that, before any long time 
has elapsed; the Court of Chancery will be enabled to 
do coihplete justice, atid one more of the artificial dis- 
tiictions between law and equity will have been sw: 
away. We hope that some care will be taken to avoid 
an inconvenience which is felt at present, in cases where 
it turns out to be n to summon a witness. before 
the Court itself. As the law now stands, the judge has 
no power to direct an examination, to be conducted 
before himself, until after the cause has been brought to 
a hearing. Consequently, the evidence on all such 
octasions has to be taken twice over; first ineffec- 
tually before the examiner or by affidavit, and 
then effectually in the Court itself. The first 
process is a mere useless expense, and unless the same 
double p is t6 occur in every case where a 
juity miay be required, it will-be n to frame some 
regulations by which the question whether a jury is or 
is not to be summoned may be decided at an early stage 
in the cause. Even now there are certain classes of suits 
—as, for example, those where a testator’s sanity is in 
question—in which it is absolutely certain that an issue 
must be directed; and yet it was long the practice to go 
fully into eyidence in the. old-fashioned way by deposi- 
tions, in order to satisfy the Court that a question arose 
which would have to be determined elsewhere. The 
evidence was then repeated before the jury, and the 
depositions became of no account. The practice of 
granting issues on motion has diminished this evil, but 
it will be necessary to provide against its reétitren¢e in 
cases where the new plan of summoning a jury is to be 
put, in operation. Points of this kind will be easily 
arranged in the committee on the Bill, even if they may 
not more conyeniently be left. to. be determined by orders 
of Court, There need, therefore, be little delay in pass- 
ing the Haul at the Solicitor-General, may, we think, 
be t on having selected for his essay in 
law @ measure not only sound in itself but to 
ably certain to be ly carried through Parlia- 


Legal News. 





JUDGE'S CHAMBERS. 
(Before Mr. Justice CoLzrmDGE.)— April 17. 


Mr. Sturgeon applied for the discharge of a person in 
Whitectoss-street, Prison, on the ground that he was privileged 
from, arrest in “returning home after attending a court of law 
a8. witness.” The affidavit set forth that on the previous day the 
applicant was under summons to attend the Insolvent. Debtors’ 
Court, and that after the case was over he was arrested outside, 
on his return homie. 

Mr. Justicé Contkrbde was of opinioii that a person who 
hed attended a court of law asa witness was privileged from 
axrest. returning home, and he should therefore order the 


| past conduct has not been publicly ex 
idiherbas 446 b : 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Coititnissioner EvAws.) 2 at 
In Ré The London and Eastern Banking Corporation —Aprit $3. 
An adjudication of bankruptcy was made against the above 
corporation; Mr. Bagley appearing for the petitioning creditors. 





(Before Mr. Commissioner Fann.) ; 

Tn Re The Electric Power Light and Colowr Company>—April 9; 

His Honove said, this was a grey presented ¢6 this Court 
by a Mr. Purdie, of Edinburg the matter of a limitéd liabi 
lity company, called the Electiic Power Light and Col 
Company, and in the matter of the Joint-Stock Compa 
Acts, 1856 and 1857, praying that the o-, might be 
wound up by this Court. Mr. Purdie (said his Honour) is not 
a creditor of the company, he is 4 contributor, and he is ed 
by a body of contributories who have passed a special resoluti 
under clause 102 of the Jéint-Stock Companiés Act, 1856, 
requiring the company to be wound up voluntarily —that i 
out of court, and have nominated a private liquidator to win 
up the affairs of the company and distribute its property. Mr. 
Purdie has presented a petition of most inordinate length, if 
which he has introduced & vast variety of matter, which Sg 
to have nothing to do with the Rang before me, which is 
simply this—has this Court jurisdiction to order that the com- 
pany in question should bé wound up by this Court? Now, 
the Joint-Stock Companies Act, 1856, says, at section 68, 
under the title of “ Winding-up by the Court,” A 
may be wound up by the Court under the followin 
stances; that is to say:—Ist. Whenever the company in general 
meeting has passed a special resolution requiring the compan 
to be wound up by the Court.” It is not stated in the petitio: 
that such a resolution has been passed. 2dly. “ ever 
the company does not commence its business within a y 
from ifs incorporation, or suspends its business for 4 € 
year.” It is not alleged that either of these events has 
occurred. 3dly. “ Whenever the shareholders are reduted t6 
seven.” It is not pretended that such reduction has takei 
place. 4thly. “Whenever the company is unable to pay its 
debts.” An explanation of the meaning of this is given in. the 
68th section of the Act. It is not alleged that this con 
has occurred. It is therefore quite clear that the petitioner has 
no right to call upon this Court to wind up the company on any 
of the first four grounds. The 5th, and only remainiig grown 
is—“ Whenever three-fourths of the capital of the company ha 
been lost, or bécome unavailable.” If this is the ground on 
which Mr. Purdie faricies himself entitled to the assistance of 
this Court, he should have alleged it plainly and simply in so 
many words, and, having supported it by affidavit, he should 
have challenged his opponents to contradict him on oath. 
he pursued this simple and obvious course, instead of fil 
this monster petition, either his affidavit would have remained 
uncontradicted, and then his right to the assistancé of this 
Court would have been undisputed ; or his opponents would 
have contradicted his statement on oath, and then steps mi 
have been taken by this Court to ascertain On which side 
the truth lay; and if it. had been found to be with him, 
this Court would have had jurisdiction to wind up the 
company. The petition that has been filéd, thougl & 
monster petition in point of length and intricacy, doés not 
éven méntion, as far as I can see, the ottly material poirit— 
viz. that three-fourths of the capital has been lost or 
come unavailable. YI can therefore do nothing but _ it, 
I am very sorry to be compelled to adopt this course, for I 
one of those who think law is the best of schoolmas' 
the best of teachers: the lessons which its Bottle tet 
teach are invaluable to the community. Unfortunately, the 
is now a cry throughout the trading world—a cry which I am 
sorry to see sanctioned by eminent men in Parliathent, as we 
as by those out of Parliament who do fot wish # h 
knaveries and follies should be exposed to, thé light. of day— 
éty for what is —— ive arrangements,’ we mean. 
& conspiracy against the public—a conspiracy by } 
which the ébtor supprésses all ere of this isc 
and the creditor all knowledge of his folly, and by which 
creditor gets a larger dividend than the debtor’s assets w 
which larger dividend is obtained by the de 


to carry on his business, arid being thus enabled to “4 ¥. 
efeditors at the expense of hew ones, who ate drawn | 
credit to a person wholly undeserving of credit, be 

. 
















and it is th 


that 1 feel myself compelled 


to dismiss this petitien, 1 ligpe 
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another may be ted, and that all that has occurred in this 
ease may be publicly known. I am one in favour of publicity. 
I shall not add costs to the losses Mr. Purdie has sustained. 


THE LAW OF BERNARD’S CASE 
We have received from a correspondent the following remarks 


upon this subject :— 

If Dr. Bernard had been convicted on his recent trial, nume- 
rous questions of law would have been reserved for decision by 
the n judges. The jury having acquitted him on the ques- 
tion of fact, the questions of law will remain undecided. 

It is most devoutly to be mg that the questions, whether of 
law or fact, which arose in Dr. ’s case may never again 
come under the consideration of judge or j But the law 
ought not to remain in donbt or uncertainty. It a the duty of 

the Legislature—a solemn a, which it owes alike to itself 
and to the country, and to all nations—that what it intends in 
this t shall be clearly and unambiguously expressed. It 
is in the highest degree discreditable to the country, and a 
matter of deserved reproach mt foreigners, that the law 
with respect to offences against the persons of sovereigns and 
their subjects in amity with our Queen and her subjects should 
be expressed in terms which elicit from our greatest lawyers 
opinions directly opposed to each other. 

A great variety of opinion has been expressed on the ques- 
tion, whether Dr. Bernard, a French subject, was or was not a 
subject of her Majesty, within the intent or meaning of the sta- 
tute of the 9th of George 4, c. 31. Many reasons have been 
assigned for the negative, and many for the affirmative, of that 
proposition; but a careful examination of the statute will, if we 
mistake not, lead, logically and irresistibly, to the conclusion 
that Dr. Bernard was not a subject of her Majesty within the 

of the statute. 

By the 7th section of that statute it was enacted, “ that, if 
any of his Majesty’s subjects shall be charged in England with 
any murder or manslaughter, or with being accessory before the 
fact to any murder, the same being committed on land out of 
the United Kingdom, whether within the king’s dominions or 
without,” he may be committed for trial; a special commission 
must issue for his trial, and the commissioners are empowered 
“to inquire of, hear, and determine all such offences ” by a jury. 

The section applies to “her Majesty’s subjects” charged, in 


England— , 

Ist. With murder committed on land not within her Ma- 
jesty’s dominions; and 

2nd. With being accessories before the fact to murder com- 
mitted on land not within her Majesty’s dominions. 

Now, a meaning must, if possible, be attributed to the term 
“her Majesty’s subjects,” which will give effect to the whole 


And the term, “her Majesty's subjects,” which, it will be 
jon ipa ed commencement of the section, and is not 
afterwards repeated, must have the same meaning when applied 
to the first as to the second class of offenders. It cannot have 
one meaning as to persons charged with murder, and another 
meaning as to persons charged with being accessories to 
murder. 
It has been contended, nay, it has been declared by very high 
as beyond doubt, that foreigners, whilst within the 
United are, in a modified sense, “her Majesty’s sub- 
jects,’ and are such within the meaning of the section referred to. 
But as to persons charged with murder out of the Queen’s 
Siieen ae term “her Majesty's subjects” cannot include 


(fel 


the term cannot, as to persons charged with murder, 
include foreigners, it cannot, as to persons charged with being 
secessories, include foreigners. 

It follows that the term “her Majesty’s subjects,” in the 7th 
section of the 9 Geo. 4, c. 31, must mean persons are 
that of being within the Uni 

i It mean—it can only mean—her Majesty's 
subjects in the common sense; in the sense in which every sub- 
Serge res ae ene eae 2 he lew, meee 


And this construction of the section derives support from the 
language of other sections in the same statute, in which the ex- 
pression used is “any person,” and not “any of his Majesty's 


THE AUTHOR OF BLACKSTONE’S COMMENTARIES. 
We understand that an Elementary Treatise on Architecture 


ie) 
J 





from the pen of the celebrated commentator on law, J 
Blackstone, and which isalluded toin his Lifeas remaining in M 
is now to be printed by subscription, with a dedication 
tothe Lord Chancellor by his grandson, Mr. Blackstone, late M. P. 
for Wallingford. The work above alluded to, and which is en- 
riched with numerous illustrative drawings by Blackstone 
himself, was written before he was twenty years of age—it is in 
its nature a skilful compilation and adaptation from several 
authors on architecture—and it has been thought, by those who 
have seen the MS., and are capable of judging of its merits, to 
justify in every way the assertion of the learned commentator’s 
biographer, who says, “it is esteemed by those who have perused 
it as in no respect unworthy of his matured judgment and 
more practised pen.” As the noble lord who now fills the 
highest office of the law has consented to head the list of sub. 
scribers, we have little doubt his example will be followed by 
other influential members of the legal profession. The work 
we have stated will be published by subscription—the impres- 
sion will be limited to 500 copies, and it is intended that one 
guinea shall be the amount of the subscription for a single copy. 
It will be issued by Messrs. Butterworth, of Fleet-street. 





On Saturday, : 17th inst., a deputation, including Lord 

= n, M. P., Mr. . Collier, M. P., and Mr. Brady, M. P., 

upon the Home Secretary, to urge the claim of Mr. 
Barber to compensation from Government. The Home Secre- 
tary expressed an opinion that as this had not been strictly a 
Government prosecution, the State ought not to be liable. The 
Crown had done no wrong, neither had the judge or jury done 
wrong. Mr. Barber was rightly convicted, though it sub- 
sequently turned out that there had been a failure of j justice 
reason of the non-production of other evidence, He admi 
however, that the point as to Mr. Barber’s not having been al- 
lowed a separate trial was a strong feature in the case. He 
would speak upon the matter to Lord Derby and the Govern. 
ment, and see what could be done. 

At the quarterly meeting of the Town Council of Tewkesbury, 
held on Monday last, the town clerk reported that he had 
received a communication from the Lord Chancellor, requesting 
him to forward to the Crown Office the commission of the 
peace for this borough, in order that the name of Mr. Humphry 
Brown might be erased from it. He had accordingly farworded 
the commission, which had been returned to him with the 
name of Mr. Brown erased. Mr. Brown was member for 
Tewkesbury in the last Parliament, but lost his seat at the 
late general election.—Hereford Times. 

The Lord Chancellor has appointed David Power, Esq., of 
the Norfolk Circuit, to be one of her Majesty’s Counsel. 

The Chairmanship of the Salford Quarter Sessions has become 
vacant by the death of J. F. Foster, Esq. 


CE ee 


Recent Berisions in Chancery. 


BankRUPT—ORDER AND fenteyne~Gevenbe OF 
NEWSPAPER. 
_ Ex parte Foes, Re Baldwin, 6 W. R. 417. 
songs point involved in this case was, whether what 
we the copyright of the Morning Herald and other news- 
papers, me in the right of publishing newspapers under these 
wer di ed species of ty falling within the meaning of 
and chattels’ in the reputed ownership clauses 
"y the S pismar Acts. An idea was started in a case of 
Bartlett v. Bartlett (noticed ante, p. 458), that the reputed owner- 
ship clauses could only apply to property which was capable of 
visible possession; but the Lords Justices on appeal distinctly 
repudiated that doctrine, and held that a reversionary preted 
in a fund in court might be the subject of reputed —. 
In the present case, the meaning of the term Berar 
chattels’ has been extended to another species of property—the 
mere intangible good-will of a periodical publication,—the Lords 
Justices holding, that the right of publishing yee 
newspaper was property, ow as su the 
per prop’ he th to be 


statutes requiring the names of new 
registered. It was therefore capable of being in the order and 


disposition of a bankrupt. 
7 
Bayxrvurrcoy—Norice—Prioriry. 
Re Barr, 6 W. R, 424; 4 K. & J, 219, 


Thin was: 6: nen: Semnleng:epon:. ts pecueiyy:elel allian'at 
notice to the trustees in the case of an t of an interest 
inatrust fund. The general doctrine is, that the assignee who first 
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gives notice to the trustees is entitled to priority over earlier 
assignees who have not taken pcan Giving notice 
in such cases is very analogous to taking possession, where the 
is of a nature to admit of tangible possession. The 
question in the present case was, how far this doctrine applied 
to assignees in bankruptcy. The bankrupt’s wife was at the 
time of his bankruptcy interested in a reversionary fund, held 
the trustees of the will of the lady’s father. Eight years 
the bankruptcy the bankrupt and his wife joined in 
assigning their reversionary interest in the fund as security for 
an annuity granted by them in consideration of £1000. The 
assignee immediately gave notice to the trustees of the will, no 
previous notice having been given by the assignees in bank- 
ruptcy. In 1856 the reversion fell into possession, and was 
claimed both by the assignees in bankruptcy and the subsequent 
assignee for value, who had given notice. The contention of 
the assignees in bankruptcy was, that the dv>trine of priority 
depending on notice, did not apply to an involuxtary assign- 
ment on a bankruptcy. This point had never be~ decided, 
but in the somewhat analogous case of insolvency, it was 
held in Re Atkinson, 2 D. M. G. & G. 140, that notice was 
as necessary as in the case of a particular assignee, 
Lord St. Leonards considering it clear that no distinction 
existed. Wood, V.C., accordingly held that the general doc- 
trine of Dearle v. Hall (3 Russ. 1), and that class of cases, as 
to notice, applied to assignees in bankruptcy with as much 
force as to any other assignees, observing that the mere assign- 
ment was not ion, but that the title required to be per- 
fected by notice, and that this had been done by the assignee 
for value. 
Sonrcrror—ELEcTION AGENCY—TAXATION. 
Re Osborne, 6 W. R. 401. 

This was an application to discharge a common order for 
taxation of bills delivered by a solicitor for his services as an 
election agent. _ It was said, that these were services not ren- 
dered in the character of a solicitor, and therefore not liable to 
taxation; but the Court held that attending an election com- 
mittee, and assisting and advising them in the general conduct 
of an election, required legal knowledge, and was properly a 
professional engagement, in respect of which the bills of costs 
delivered were liable to taxation. 

ADMINISTRATION BY CROWN—LIABILITY OF ADMINIS- 

TRATOR. 
Edgar v. Reynolds, 6 W. R. 404. 

A rather curious point occurred in this case, viz. whether 
the Crown, after causing administration to be taken out by the 
Solicitor to the Treasury, and obtaining possession of the estate 
of an intestate, could afterwards, on the next of kin being dis- 
covered, be compelled to refund with interest, or whether the 
principal alone could be claimed. Kindersley, V.C., held that 
the Solicitor to the Treasury, though agent for the Crown, was 
liable in exactly the same way as any other administrator, and 
ordered payment of the fund with interest. 


PRACTICE—PRODUCTION OF DocuMENTS EVIDENCING 
T1TLE—PROTECTION. 


Lloyd v. Purves, 6 W. R. 421. 


In our observations on Davis v. Parry (6 W. R. 174),* we 
noticed some of the grounds on which parties may resist the 
production of documents. ‘The cases there cited were illustra- 
tions of the rule which protects parties from the obligation to 
produce, upon the ground that production would be a violation 
of professional or other confidence, or upon the ground that 
the holder has a lien on the documents, and that he is, there- 
fore, entitled to refuse their production until his lien is dis- 
ch , unless the documents themselves are impeached as 
fraudulent. In the present case the object of the suit was to 
restrain the defendants from working mines claimed by the 
plaintiff, who admitted the defendants’ title to the surface, the 
title to the minerals having been severed in 1699. Both par- 
ties claimed under the same title down to that period. By the 
20th section of the 15 & 16 Vict. o. 86, a defendant may appl 
for the production of documents in the possession of the plaintiff; 
and the defendants in the present case moved accordingly. The 
motion was resisted by the plaintiff, on the ground that some of 
the deeds, &e., for which the defendants asked, related to, and 
showed, or tended to show, the plaintiffs title, and that none of 
them tended to show the defendants’ title. Wood, V. C., held that 
this was a sufficient answer to the demand of the defendants, the 
defendants themselves not having set fm epee os 
claim, moreover, not purporting to be founded upon the in 


‘ 








* Ante, 483. 





the plaintiff's possession. It also, that the documents 
in question showed the plaintiff’s title, and were therefore his 
evidence. As a general rule, it may be stated, that where 


party denies the relevancy of documents to the subject 


| of litigation, and where it is obvious that they could not in any 
en- 


way tend to support his opponent’s case, latter is 
titled to an order for their production. Where 
relate to the matter in litigation, a plaintiff 
entitled to their production by his opponent, even 
may also relate to the title of the latter; but where 
that they are not material, even though they relate 
of the party moving, production will not be ordered. 
at law, for instance, suing in that right would not 
to inspect the title deeds in the possession of a i 
much as the title of the former is independent of ti 
and the only issues he has to prove are the seisin 
tor, and the invalidity of the will. In Bolton v. 
tion of Liverpool (1 My. & Ke. 91), Lord Brougham thus 
the rule as to documents evidencing title:—“ A party a 
right to the production of deeds sustaining his own title affirma- 
tively, but not of those which are not immediately connected 
with the support of his own title, and which form part of his 
adversary’s. Those under which both claim he may have, or 
those under which he alone claims.” Smith v. The Duke of 
Beaufort (1 Hare, 520) is an authority that where documents 
in the defendant’s possession are admitted to be relevant to the 
plaintiff’s case, the plaintiff, and not the defendant, has a right 
to judge of the materiality of such relevant documents; and 
that a suggestion in the answer that they will not prove the 
plaintiff’s case is not alone a defence to the motion for 
production. But where a defendant credibly denies the alle- 
gation upon which the plaintiff founds his title to a pro- 
duction of documents relating exclusively to the defendant's 
case, the plaintiff has no right to call for an inspection of such 
documents only for the purpose of seeing whether he can dis- 
cover something which may invalidate the defendant's case. 
Where the relevancy is admitted, production can only be re- 
sisted upon precise and definite grounds; and in a suit for dis- 
covery only, where the case made by the bill is i 
denied. In the last-named case, on appeal (1 Phill. 209 
Lord Lyndhurst held that it made no difference that the bi 
was filed for discovery in aid of a defensive proceeding, and that 
the case made by the bill did not consist in the assertion of an 
affirmative title in the plaintiff, but solely in the suggestion of 
specific defects in the title of the defendant. 

It has been decided (Walker v. Kennedy, V. C. K., 5 W. R. 
396), that a defendant is entitled to ask the plaintiff, imme- 
diately after answer filed, to produce documents under section 
20 of the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86; but the Court will give the 
plaintiff time enough to ascertain that the answer is sufficient. 

————$<——— 


Cases at Common Raw specially Interesting to Attorneps- 


Evipence, Law oF—AFFIDAVIT OF DEFENDANT, OR OF 
Wire, IN PRocEEDINGS FoR ADULTERY—20 & 21 Vict. 
c. 85, 8. 33. 

Ling v. Croker, 2 C. B., N.S., 760. 

This was one of the last actions brought for criminal conver- 
sation. The proceeding itself is now (as is well known) 
abolished, but the point on which this case is reported 
still deserving attention. At the trial the verdict had 
for the plaintiff with heavy damages, and an application 
made on the part of the defendant for a new trial on 
ground of surprise ;—an application which it was to 
tain by an affidavit of the wife of the plaintiff. 
granted a rule nisi, though intimating that they had 
doubt if such an affidavit was admissible for any 
was the policy of the Legislature altogether to exclude 
evidence, on the ground of the public scandal that would 
from receiving it. Accordingly, on the rule coming on 
argument they discharged it, chiefly on the of the i 
admissibility of the wife's affidavit; which did not, it may 
remarked, deny the adulterous intercourse, but sought to 
blish only a collateral and independent fact, viz., the au 
city of certain letters. In the previous case of Hawker v. 
(17 C. B. 595), upon a similar application being 
to be supported by a similar affidavit, and also by one from 
defendant hi » denying the criminal intercourse 
he had been found guilty by the verdict of which he complained, 
the Court this last affidavit (at the suggestion 
Jervis, C. J.), because such affidavit had always been 
in support of motions for a new trial, in such cases, as 
to the Court of the bona fides of the defendant 
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but in that ease also, refused to admit the affidavit of the 
wife of the plaintiff to the same effect. These two decisions 
éstablish, therefore, that in proceedings in banco before the 
courts of law arising out of actions for crim. con., it was the 
rule (while those actions existed) to admit, under certain cir- 
cumstances, an affidavit from the defendant of his own inno- 
cence, but to exclude, under all circumstances, and for all 
pipes the affidavit of the plaintiff’s wife, whether it asserted 
er inhocence, or went to prove only some ¢ollateral fact. This 
being so, will the same practice be followed in the Court for 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes in a case where (under 20 & 
21 Vict. c. 85, s. 33) a husband claims damages from any per- 
son on the ground of his having committed ‘adultery with the 
wife of the petitioner? It is apprehended that it will, for (says 
the Act) such claim “shall be heard and tried on the same 
Iptinciples, in the same mater, and subject to the same or the 
aike rules and regulations, as actions for criminal conversation 
aire now tried and decided in courts of common law.” And 
dgain, by section 48, it is enacted that the rules of evi- 
bence observed in the superior courts of common law shall 
ofé applicable to, and observed in, the trial of all questions 
fact in the new Divoree Court. It is also noticeable 
at the present Judge Ordinary took part as a —T 
Ww judge in the case under discussion, and expressed “ 
Yry strong opinion that neither the affidavit of the wife, nor 
Mist of the defendant, can be looked at for any purpose in cases 
this sort.” 


Liapiity or HuspanD FoR GOODS SUPPLIED TO HIs Wire" 
Atkyns v. Pearce, 2 C. B., N. &., 763. 

The true principle on which a husband is, in certain cases, 
bound to pay for what is supplied to his wife, is that of agency. 
He can never be so bound unless he is considered as her princi- 

in the transaction, as one of the consequences resulting by 
aw from the contract of marriage; or, unless he has made him- 
self her principal on the occasion by giving his assent, either 
express or implied, to her taking credit for the goods supplied. 
Of the first class of cases, those which have reference to 
necessaries supplied by a stranger to a wife left destitute by her 
husband are the most common examples; such as that of 
Reed v. Moore (5 C. & P. 200). In the second class are com- 
prised those cases which turn upon the question of the hus- 
band’s cognizance and assent to the supply to his wife (see 
Manby v. Scott, 1 Sid. 109; Reid v. Teakle, 13 C. B. 627; and 
other cases cited in Lush’s Pr., 2nd ed. p. 59). In the case under 
discussion, it was attempted to show, on behalf of the plaintiff 
(a tradesman who sued the husband for necessaries supplied to 
the wife, at her request, for the use of his children while she 
was living in adultery with another man), that, though by her 
misconduct she had ceased to possess the general authority as 
his agent, arising from the conjugal relation, she was, notwith- 
standing, still clothed with a special authority to provide for 
her husband’s children. The Court seemed to admit that, 
under some circumstances, such a special authority might be 
held to exist, after the general authority had been extinguished, 
but they held that, in the case before them, its having been in 
fact given was rebutted by the circumstance that the husband, 
before his departure abroad, had left his wife a sufficient 
provision for his children during his absence. It may 
be remarked, that in this case there was no suggestion that the 
plaintiff, before supplying the goods, had been aware that the 
woman was not the wife of him with whom she was living. It 
had been already held, in Norton v. Fazan (1 B. & P. 226), 
that, if he had been aware of that fact, he could not recover; 
but in that case it was held, that if there was no evidence to 
that effect, the husband was liable for necessaries supplied to 
her. But the circumstances of that case were not identical 
with those in tuut under discussion; for the husband, though he 
left his wife on account of her adultery, suffered her to remain 
in his house, together with his children, without making any 
provision for her. This case, therefore, which was pressed upon 
the Court in that under discussion on behalf of the plaintiff, is 
easily distinguished, and it is not referred to by the Court in 
delivering their judgment. 


Taxation or Costs —WHAT 18 RECOVERABLE as “ CosTs 
IN THE CAUSE.” 
Jewell v. Parr, 2 C. B., N. $., 809. 
This was a question as to “costs in the cause,” and the 
items which can be claimed as such from the unsuccessful 
to an action. It arose in an action brought to recover 
amotnt of two bills of exchange and of a 

" Hote, The re et ee two of 
them bills respectively, and thé other on’ the 





tote. The action was three times a aes 

ved abortive, a venire de novo issuing % or cee a 
ill of exceptions tendered to the ruling of the judge, an 
at the second trial, there was read, om behalf of the defendant, 
certain evidence taken in the interim under a commission at 
Paris. The result of this trial was that, by the direction of 
the judge, a verdict was entered for the defendant on the second 
count (in consequence of the evidence he had obtained under 
the commission), and for the plaintiff on the first and third 
counts. This ruling was again excepted to on behalf of the 
defendant, so far as related to the first and third counts; and in 
making up the record preparatory to the argument of this 
second bill of exceptions, the defendant was allowed to set off 
on taxation the costs of the issues on which he had succeeded, 
including the costs of the commission. 

Before, however, the bill of exceptions was argued, it was 
abandoned by the defendant in compliance with a decree made 
by the Court of Chancery in certain proceedings in equity 
which he had instituted, and by which the action was directed 
to be retried, and the defendant permitted to amend the re- 
cord by adding a plea. On the third trial upon the record 
so amended, some of the issues raised were found for the plain- 
tiff and some for the defendant, but the evidence obtained at 
Paris was inapplicable to the amended state of the record, and 
the matters in difference were ultimately determined by a 
decree in Chancery in favour of the defendant, and directing 
that the plaintiff should pay to the defendant “his costs of 
suit.” A question now arose on taxation of these costs, as to whe- 
ther the defendant was entitled to the costs of the commission 
at Paris. It was held by the Master, that the taxation 
had for the purpose of making up the record prepara- 
tory to the sealing of the second bill of exceptions, and by 
which the defendant was allowed these costs, was a merely 
formal matter, which now went for nothing; and that the 
“costs in the cause” must now be taxed as if no former taxation 
had taken place, and that, consequently, the costs of the com- 
mission could not be held to form part of such costs, inasmuch 
as the evidence furnished thereby was inapplicable to the record 
of the action as ultimately amended and made up for the third 
and last trial at law. In this view the Court concurred, and 
discharged the rule for reviewing the taxation, Cresswell, J., ob- 
serving to the defendant, “ The costs you claim were taxed and 
allowed to you as the costs of the issue upon which you suc- 
ceeded at the second trial. . By what magic do they now be- 
come costs in the cause?” It does not appear from the report 
whether any money had passed between the parties in conse- 
quence of the taxation of the costs on the occasion of the 
second trial. It is presumed, however, that the plaintiff re- 
covered his general costs, less the costs of the issue on which 
the defendant succeeded, and that the effect of the whole is, 
that he still retains the sum so received; or, if no money actually 
passed,is now entitled to set off such costs, pro tanto, as against 
the Master’s allocation in fayour of the defendant. But it does 
not clearly appear whether the costs previously taxed were the 
costs of the trial only, or of the action generally—if the latter, 
they would seem now to belong to the defendant. It is much 
to be regretted that reports of cases upon the subject of costs 
should not be given in greater detail. ‘They are less easy to be 
understood than any others to be found in the books, not on 
account of any difficulty in the principles by which they are 
decided, but because so much is usually left to be supplied by 
the imagination of the reader. 


EQUITABLE PLEADING UNDER THE CoMMON Law PrRo- 
CEDURE ACT, 1854. 


Minshull y. Oakes, 2 H. & N. 798. 


In this case a point was incidentally glanced at by the Court, 
which, it is believed, has never yet been judicially determined— 
viz.,whether a plea pleaded professedly as a defence on a 
grounds, under the provisions of the Common Law 
Act, 1854, can, for the sake of avoiding cireuity of aide be 
also held to afford an answer as a defence at law. ‘This point 
it became, in the case under discussion, unnecessary to decide, 
because the plea in question was held by the Court to be 
insufficient as a defence, either upon equitable or legal | 
The plea was to an action by the plaintiffs as reversioners on 
the covenants in a lease for repair of certain premises, against 
the defendants as assignees of the leases and the substance of 
the plea pleaded as a defence on equitable a was, - 
the plaintiffs themselves were in possession of the 
vopuls tho saot, nod hat, Wy Ghats ereduty they 
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held the premises from the defendants, fell short by thirty day’ 
of that for which the defendants held under the lease assigned 
tothem; and therefore the plea was held to be faulty both at 
law and in equity. 
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Correspondence. 





DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 
COURT OF APPEAL IN CHANCERY. 
VALIDITY OF WILL CONTAINING A REsIDUARY BEQUEST 
IN FAVOUR OF THE SOLICITOR WHO PREPARED IT. 


Keogh v. Barrington. 


_This was an appeal from the Court of Probate, which had given 
a decision in favour of the will and codicil of John Rowe Power, 
who died in December, 1849 ; and the case has excited considerable 
attention among solicitors, as it mainly involves the question of 
the validity of a large bequest, given by the will to the soli- 
citor who prepared that instrument. It appeared from the evi- 
dence that the deceased was an unmarried man, of penurious 
habits, who had acquired a considerable fortune. He had been 
at an early period of his life intimate with the respondent (Sir 
M. Barrington, Bart.), and, besides the friendship that then 
existed between them, the latter had been professionally en- 
gaged for the deceased on several occasions, between the years 
1812 and 1819, From that time, however, there appears to 
have been no intercourse whatever between them, although the 
deceased on several occasions spoke to third parties of his 
acquaintance with, and esteem for, his early friend, whose suc- 
cess in life he appears to have regarded with satisfaction, For 
many years prior to 1849, they do not appear to have met. 
The persons in whose house Mr. Power was residing were, how- 
ever, aware of his former intimacy with Sir M. Barrington; 
and when, in December, 1849, the severe disease attacked 
Power which speedily terminated in his death, they sent for 
Sir M. Barrington, immediately on whose arrival he had an 
interview with the deceased, and obtained his permission to 
repeat his visit next morning. On the occasion of his second 
visit, on the following day, the respondent took down in pencil, 
in a hurried manner, the testamentary instructions of Mr. 
Power; and then returning to his office, directed his confiden- 
tial clerk to prepare a will based on those instructions. The 
document being engrossed, after a brief interval, was brought 
to and signed by the testator, in the presence of the aforesaid 
clerk and of Mr. J. S. Moore (# solicitor called in for the pur- 
pose), and they duly attested it. The testator then underwent a 
painful operation, and died on the following morning, retaining, 
as it clearly appeared by the unimpedvhable evidence of Sir P. 
Crampton and Mr. Cusack, his medical attendants, his mental 
faculties unimpaired up to the yery day of his death. The 
will in question gave large legacies to several distant relations 
of the testator, and then bequeathed the residue and remainder 
of his property to Sir M. Barrington, the respondent, whom he 
also appointed sole executor. ‘The legacies have since been 
paid into the Court of Chancery under the Trustee Relief Acts; 
and the present proceeding was instituted by some of the next 
of kin, for the purpose of setting aside the will, and thereby of 
compelling Sir M. Barrington to refund about £30,000, which 
he has taken under the residuary bequest. The case having 
been fully argued last week, and voluminous evidence adduced on 
both sides, the Court postponed the giving of judgment till yes- 
terday, when it affirmed the decision of the Court below, esta- 
blishing the will. From the lengthy judgments deliyered, the 
following passages are extracted :— 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, after stating the facts of the case, 
said, that the Court must. be satisfied, upon a due consideration 
of the entire case, that the testamentary instruments pro- 
pounded duly express the intentions of a free, capable, and con- 
scious testator. A will was not to be set aside on the ground 
only of its being capricious or unreasonable. The testator 
mhust, however, be competent to appreciate his’ property, and to 
form a judgment with respect to the parties whom he chooses to 
benefit by it after his death—capacity suflicient for that would 
only be required, The general rule of law was, that when the 
ordinary proof has been given that the testamentary instrument 

4s been executed in the manner, and with the formalities pre- 
scribed by law, all other requirements to render the instrument 
Valid would generally be presumed. ‘There were, however, 
Cases calling for more rigid and more complete proof, the amount 
of which must vary.according to the exigencies of each. par- 


‘pe case. Where ‘the person (preparing the instrument or 
conducting its exeotition yh ote nefited' by its dispositions, 





the Court was called upon to be vigilant and zealous. in ex- 
amining the evidence offered in support of that instrument; and 
the law was now authoritatively settled, that, in such a case, 
sufficient evidence must be given to satisfy the Cor 
that the testator clearly sateentot and y intende 
to make that disposition of his property which-the w 
purported to direct. It had been at one time supposed 
that this evidence should be of a peculiar kind; but 
the modern rule simply required satisfactory proof of some kin 
to be given—whether of instructions for the preparation 0} we 
will, or of the adoption of it after it had been drawn up a 
read over to the testator, or any like mode of showing by suf- 
ficient evidence that the instrument, as executed, did express 
the genuine will of the deceased; that he was free, and capable, 
and cognizant of the contents of the document, which he 
authenticated by his signature. To free this case from every 
irrelevant issue, it might be observed that no objection founded 
on a supposed case of fraudulent imposition or under influence, 
could be sustained by the appellant. It was not enough in 
such a case to show the liability of the testator to such influence 
or imposition. The objector must satisfy the Court that the 
testamentary act was, in fact, obtained by means of such in- 
fluence or imposition; neither surmise nor suspicion could be a 
substitute for proof. Again, it was beside the real issue to 
suggest other dispositions of the property as more probably 
consistent with what some might suppose the more genuine in- 
tentions of the testator; to suggest plausible objections against 
the bequests actually made, and probable reasons for those 
proposed as preferable. This subject had been lucidly dealt 
with by Lord Kenyon in the Greenwood case. This case was 
then brought to the proper and material issues—was the deceased 
a free and capable testator at the time when he executed the 
will? Was he aware of its contents? The evidence was satis- 
factory as to the mode in which the instructions for the will were 
given. Astotheexecution of that instrument, it was proved by the 
unimpeached testimony of both the attesting witnesses that the 
will, as prepared, was truly read to the: testator; that he 
attended to it with intelligence; that he suggested alterations, 
which could only have emanated from himself, and which 
exhibit both accuracy of memory and clearness of understand- 
ing in reference to the subject matter. Could it be supposed 
that if the respondent had been fabricating a will for his own 
benefit, he would have sent out for other professional gentlemen 
to be the unconscious accessories to the fraud? or that he 
would have brought Mr. Moore to witness the instrument, and 
have placed it in his hands to read it aloud to the testator? 
; On the day when the will was executed, the medical 
witnesses saw the testator both before and after the execution; 
and it appeared from their evidence that his bodily prostration 
was not such as to render mental capacity doubtful, while i 
was clear that from the disease alone could any such all 
incapacity haye proceeded. Independently, therefore, 
of the evidence of Sir M. Barrington, there was a body of 
positive testimony from witnesses most competent to judge, and 
without any assignable motive for misrepresenting, some of whom 
could have given still more conclusive evidence if called upon 
when the facts were still recent. The evidence led to the 
judicial conclusion that no case of incapacity had been made ont; 
nor had the project of impeaching the validity of the will 
occurred to the mind of any one until years after the events 
had taken place. ‘The elevated mind of Lord Mansfield dis- 
credited the witness who came forward to repudiate an instru- 
ment which he had deliberately attested: and the cautious 
precision of Lord Eldon put the matter in the same light 
(1 Ves. & B. 208), His Lordship here commented upon the 
conduct of Irvine, one of the witnesses to the testator’s. codicil, 
and now one of the moving parties in the present proceeding, 
In reference to the lapse of time allowed by them to occur, 
before instituting it, he remarked that they all seemed to have 
acquiesced in the distribution of testator’s assets, in payment 
of legacies, &c., in 1850. It was neither consonant to right 
reason, or consistent with equity, that all or any of the parties 
so assenting in 1850 should, at the end of nearly six years, 
without offering any excuse for the delay, institute this suit, 
and avail themselves (for no new information had been ob- 
tained) of the testimony of witnesses, some ef whom confessed 
that they told their story within a month of the testator’s 
decease, It was doubtless true that lapse of time was not an 
absolute bar to the institution of a suit by the next of kin. 
But it was laid down by Sir W. Wynne (2 Phill. 230, note) 


that this must be taken with the .re ble qualification 

there indicated by him....,. It was. to, be eaotaed 
subjected t0 
present one had 


that Sir M. Barrington should have 
penalty of a suit got up in the manner 
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been: but it was scarcely possible for any man to take an 
active in the ion or completion of an instrument 


preparati 

giving him so considerable a benefit, without laying himself 
open to at least disagreeable suspici ti censure, or 
it might be condemnation. All interests combined to require, 
in to guard the bed of a dying testator from undue intru- 
sion, that the assistance of the most disinterested party should 
be . . « In conclusion, the words of Knight Bruce, 
L. J., in Hardman v. Wetherell (5 D. M. G. 310), might be most 
ap iately used. That was also a case where a solicitor had 
prepared a will, made in his own favour ; and that bequest was 
supported, there being nothing to show that the testator’s in- 
tentions were unfairly caused or improperly influenced. 

The Lorp Justice (Blackburne) then gave his reasons for 
concurring in the view that the appeal should be dismissed. 

Appeal accordingly dismissed with costs. (It is expected 
that the appellants will proceed to the House of Lords.) 








EDINBURGH.—From our own Correspondent.) 


Lord Handyside, one of the judges of the Court of Session, 
died on Sunday morning last; there is, therefore, a good office 
in the gift of the Lord Advocate vacant. As a matter of 
course, every one is speculating on his successor, and, among 
the rumours current, the strongest is that the appointment is to 
be offered to the late Lord Advocate. The very mention of such 
a proposition seems absurd, and yet it is repeated everywhere 
with the utmost confidence by persons who ought to know, if 
any one does, what the Lord Advocate’s intentions are. For 
my own part I do not believe in the report. I do not doubt 
that the present Lord Advocate is generous enough to make 
the offer; but I hope that the late Lord Advocate has more 
spirit, and more faith in the ultimate triumph of his principles, 
than to catch at this seat, like a drowning man ata straw. I 
think the probability is, that Mr. Penny, who was generally 
named as Solicitor-General when the present Government came 
into office, will be appointed. It is not probable, I think, that 
Mr. Baillie, the Solicitor-General, will desert his chief so soon, 
although it must be admitted that the opinion that he will be 
appointed, rather than Mr. Penny, is the more general one. 

Lord Handyside had only been a few years on the bench. 
He had not been previously well known as an advocate, and, 
comparatively speaking, had seen little practice. His appoint- 
ment was therefore looked upon as more than a doubtful one. 
From the day he took his seat on the bench, however, his popu- 
larity gradually and steadily increased; and although he cer- 
tainly, even at the last, had not achieved any great reputation 
either as an acute or profound lawyer, he demonstrated that he 
possessed qualities of the utmost importance in a judge. He 
was a man of the highest integrity; calm and dignified in his 

our; most courteous and patient in listening to the 
counsel pleading before him; and he ever exhibited the most 
praiseworthy anxiety to understand the views urged upon his 
attention; and with this view evidently laboured to divest his 
mind of all bias derived from preconceived opinions of his own; 
lastly, it was plain, from the notes appended to his judgments, 
that he spared no trouble in the study of his cases at home. 
To all these high qualities he added unwearied diligence; and 
there was no judge on the bench who felt more strongly than 
‘he did that unnecessary delay was a denial of justice, or who 
was more careful in his own court to see that its forms were 
not used for the purpose of creating delay. He was a willing 
law reformer, and personally made various attempts to get 
arrangements made for throwing all formal business upon the 
clerks of court, in order that the judges might have time to do 
that work which alone required their personal attention; but 
the work was too great for him, and the rolls still testify the 
necessity for the interference of some reforming Lord Advocate, 

who has the power to carry out his will. 

Another office, that held by the late Mr. Thomas Knox Beve- 
ridge, W. S., viz. Assistant-Clerk of Session, is also vacant at 
present. The emoluments are only about £300 a-year, but the 
work is not heavy, and there are, consequently, many appli- 
cants. I have no means of knowing who is likely to be 

inted, but common rumour names Mr. Doig, the private 
clerk of the present Lord Wood, who has been long spoken of 
as likely to retire from the bench. Whether the bestowal of the 
office upon Mr. Doig has anything to do with the retirement of 
the judge, I am not aware; but I believe that the appointment 
of Mr. Doig would save £100 a-year to the country, in the 
shape of his retiring allowance, or rather his allowance on his 


master’s retirement. This allowance being a solution for throw- 
a the world, I suppose. 
burgh, 22, 1858. 











COUNTY COURTS AND ATTORNEYS. 
To the Editor of Tue Soxicrrors’ JourNaL & Rerorrer, 

Srr,—Although I am the last man that would support any 
low practice by the profession, yet I would wish to see them 
protected in the due exercise of a calling by which, and the 
faithful discharge of its arduous and responsible duties, they 
expect to procure their daily bread. Now it is a well-known 
fact that eighteen out of twenty of their cases in the superior 
courts have been taken from them by the extension of the 
powers of the county courts. 

In these latter courts no party can appear except in person, 
or through the medium of a barrister instructed by an attorney, 
or by an attorney, except by permission of the judge. Of what 
use is the above clause if the judge’s permission is granted? It 
then becomes a dead letter. 

The advocates in the county courts consist of barristers, 
attorneys, and debt collectors, eighteen cases out of twenty 
being conducted by the debt collectors—is this fair? 

The following is copied from the Manchester Guardian, of 
Monday, 19th April, 1858. At the county court held at Upper 
Mill, on Saturday last (an agent) appeared for several plaintiffs 
to prove their debts. The agent said he was agent for the 
Mutual Trade Protection Society at Stalybridge, and that he 
attended the court for the purpose of proving admissions of the 
debt after his having called on the defendants for payment, 
His Honour, T. S. Greene, Esq. said, “ It was ,a most 
and improper practice, and one he could not sanction. That 
county courts were never established for agents to prove in 
that loose manner. 

“Tt was impossible an agent could know the circumstances 
under which a debt was contracted, and that great inducements 
were held out to misrepresentation thereby.” 

He declined allowing the agent to prove the debt, and dis- 
missed the case. 

Mr. Raines, the judge of the county court (at Hull, I think) 
acts on the same principle. 

If you think these remarks are worth insertion, your insert- 
ing them will oblige, yours obediently, JouN Rar, 

19th April, 1858. Solicitor, Leeds, Yorkshire: 
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Pending fAcasures of Law Reform. 


THE CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILL. 
[Mr. Solicitor-General.] 

1. This Act shall commence and take effect from and after 
Nov. 1, 1858, and may be cited and referred to as “ The Chan- 
cery Amendment Act, 1858.” 

2. In all cases in which the Court of Chancery has jurisdic- 
tion to entertain an application for an injunction against 
breach of any covenant, contract, or agreement, or against the 
commission or continuance of any wrongful Act, or for the 
specific performance of any covenant, contract, or agreement, it 
shall be lawful for the same Court to award to the 
party injured, either in addition to or in substitution for such 
injunction or specific performance, and such damages may be 
assessed in such manner as the Court shall direct. 

3. It shall be lawful for the Court of Chancery to cause the 





amount of such damages in any case to be assessed or any 


question of fact arising in any suit or proceeding to be tried by 
a special or common jury before the Court itself’; and the Court 
of Chancery may make all such rules and orders upon the 
sheriff or any other person for procuring the attendance of a 
special or common jury, for snch assessment of damages or the 
trial of such question of fact, as may be made by any of the 
superior courts of common law at Westminster, and may also 
make any other orders which to the Court of Chancery may 
seem requisite (see 20 & 21 Vict. c. 77, ss. 35-7) ; and every 
such jury shall consist of persons possessing the qualifications, 
and shall be struck, summoned, balloted for, and called in like 
manner, as if such jury were a jury for the trial of any cause 
in any of the said superior courts; and every juryman so sum- 
moned shall be entitled to the same rights and subject to the 
same duties and liabilities as if he had been duly summoned for 
the trial of any such cause in any of the said superior courts; and 
every party to any such roceeding shalfbe entitled to the same 
rights as to challenge ve otherwise as if he were a toany 
such cause; and generally for all purposes of or a to the 
assessment of damages or the of questions of fact by « 
before the Court itself, and in respect of new trials, the 

jurisdiction, powers, and 
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of Chancery shall have the same 
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ayith ority in all respects as belong to any superior court of com- 
mon law, or to any judge th for the like purposes. 
4, Any question of fact and any quartion,@ as to the amount 
of gtd which shall be so ordered to he tried by a jury 
before the Court itself shall be reduced into writing in such 
form as the Court shall direct, and at the trial the jury shall be 
orn to try the said question, and a true verdict to give 
eel according to the evidence; and upon every such trial 


the Court of Chancery shall have the same powers, jurisdiction, 
and authority as belong to any judge of any of the said superior 
courts sitting at nisi prius. 


5. The powers of making general rules and orders given by 
the 15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, s. 63, shall extend to and include the 
summoning of jurors and witnesses, the assessment of damages, 
and the trial of questions of fact, and generally the course of 
procedure of the Court in relation to all the matters aforesaid. 











Professional Fntelligence. 


tees 
ATTORNEYS TO BE ADMITTED. 
Queen's Bench, 
Easter TERM, 1858. 

Clerk’s Name and Residence. To whom articled, assigned, &c. 
Browning, Edward Charles, Redditch .......sssescscesceccdececcececcectecceccevceccs E. Browning, Redditch. 
Fisher, Frederick, 39, Noel-street, Islington ; Pakenham-street ; 29, King-street, Holborn ; 

Made hsshie nari cass carteccrat erat ccdtsnrechoarasvacsesthtdeteacebncdteiee John Smith, Birmingham. 
Hutchinson, Edward, The Mount, York; Chester-terrace, Eaton-square; Cranley-place, 
Some Arising Cis 6 F0k oi + 6d ABA aw de bes hdr o cbde ide eedede code cgegercenece G. Leeman, York. 








wson, Archibald Scott, 2, Pere iy. i Old St. Pancras-road ...........- 


~~ Richard de Maiapids, | Granville-square ; and Hatton- 


Moore, Edward, jun., Lym’ 
Phillips, John Palmer, Edgbaston and oe 2 tamer 








E wae G. L. P. Eyre, John-street, Bedford-row. 


F. Webber, Trowbridge. 
E. Moore, Lymington. 
T. Martineau, Birmingham. 


T. Chubb, Malmesbury ; W. E. Oliver, New Bridge-st. 
J. J. Coulton, King’s Lynn. 


Last Day or Easter TreRM, 1858. 


Barton, Walter, 2, 


Villas, Sydemham $ .......ccccccccccccccccccces 
Bebb, Henry Charles Lewis, East Moulsey; and Argyle-street, Regent-street 


Gideedivcdiiec W. S. T. Sandilands, a street. 


Ce nccccscecs J. Bebb, Argyle-street. 


sate 55, Acton-street, Gray’s-inn-road ; Tonbridge; and Bernard-street, 


Perec UPOReCree eC eCCr ere Cec eee rere reer rer errr errr rrr eee eee eee ee eee 


Russell -sq 
Brain, ‘Alfred. ase 12, Hemblington-cottages, Queen’s-road, Dalston; and Hanbury- 
cottages, Grange-road, RUMMGAE? 2005605 BF Bo ebEUs cbbUERD cide cB CHa Le AHLds Codd vans 
ete | aan alee S Swinton-street, Gray’s-inn-road ; Liverpool- -street, Argyle- 
GPE ATByle-BQUATO 05 0.0020 ccccccpserrscccccccceeccccnnecoccsecessecsccccess 
Capel Richard Cecil, he MGuildtord-street, Wilmington-square ; Park-road beret and 

UOMIE, LMEMOD °c cccagecccccasbcsocdccubavecc’essseds 

Coryndon, Selby, Plymouth ; and Claremont-place, carer ye 
Elkins, Peter Francis, 53, Enston- OOD i cithuahin ciaiue dubehine vqnttacseeecde caxesesecscice 
Furniss, Martin Edward, 14, Charlwood-street West, Pimlico . nah oaatas 


Gregory, Charles, Eyam, Derbyshire ............+.+++ eT eo LTT eT COTE TTT Tee 
Gregory, William John, Cirencester; and London................. Baxti hca cepiieyckduan 


Harris, Charles Rice, 13, South piace, Kennington-park ; and Lamb’s Conduit-street ...... 
Homer, ee CRMMONYs OPIN oo cece ceccevecdcgecdescuciccocegecdsvendceccesé 
Morgan, William James, Shrewsbury ; and Richmond-terrace, Dalston ............+++-0+ 
Nash, Alfred Dormer, 14, Great Coram-street, Russell-square ........e+sseeeeeecececees 
Neal, William, 5, South-grove, Stoke Newington-green ; and Brook-street, Upper Clapton .. 


Newton, Ralph George, 3, Lancaster-place, Strand; Windsor-terrace, Vauxhall-road ; and 





a te ite nits at neil hale oa hain tee Coe dene cnncedadebhgsaet «bnasdand.sdsshs¢ 
ock, enry, 13, Theberton-street, Rc vc cpecccccesccepscccgeqscceccce 
, Luke, Sinethwick, Stafford ; and 31, oe seat Gray’s-inn-road.............. 

4 Lenton, 4 Elizabeth-terrace, SUG4d cedeSbh eddtve 6 0hnn eked 44e0cer 
Rhodes, James 8, road, St. etermnd Upper Clapton ; Seale-lodge, near 
Farnham ; and Hammersmith .,.sc+ceveesssnseessgececscececessecescceaccensecees 
Robinson, Frederick, 6, bw Moon-street, Piccadilly ..........cceccecceeeeeseees 
Roper, George Edward Plas Teg Mold, Flin : and Acton-atreei, Gray’s-inn-road 
ees pees, Park Rychan, near Mold, Flint rorne, Dorset gad Fragen, Ge 










Se eet enereesenee 


, Fraticis John, Chichester ...:..... 
Skryme; John lorieay evened; and Featherstone- buildings 
Stone, Thomas, T: ton, near Cirencester; and LARdOR, cscereccssasceseneccnecs ° 
48, Robert, 2, Montague-place, Islington ; and Amwell-street, Pentonville............ 

omy William, Grove-house, York ; and Baker-street, Lioyd-square ........0..0000 
Turner, William, Exéter ...... TURUEL Edbde 0 Up bs KEG Fads CECE Ne Sambi 00 oHWs CUES cabes 
Walker, Edward, fa Calthorpe-street, Gray ’s-inn-road ; Lower Calthorpe-street, 
Granville- ar Chitehae,K ies 9:0n S498 hehe anus bikeeddss Gaaceee 
ar, Charch-side, Kennington -...... “TE PEPPY Pes othe d eeweeeeeee 

Welch, narlen John, aes h SUT 2a 5. Gana TUR. A bois Bova Gobhap <ebeNEas shade. 
Wineh, Edward, Howard-street, Strand ; Craven-street, Strand ; Rrethereape-hetitnan 
Holborn ; and Rochester .......++++ Seoenseeses Peerererrereerreer tree eee 





H. A. Gray, Hibernia-chambers, London-bridge. 
H. Bunny, formerly of Newbury. 
J. S. Leakey, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


W. H. Bush, Bristol. 
A. Rooker, Plymouth ; J. W. Matthews, Plymouth. 
E. Elkins, Newman-street, Oxford-street. 
J. Guy, Manchester; Heaton & Brackenbury, Gains- 
borough. 
E. Lambert, John-st., Bedford-row ; and Chancery-lane. 
R. A. Anderson, Cirencester ; W. Daubeny, Cirencester ; 
W. Lovell, Great Ryder-street. 
. Owe 


organ. 
J. I. Wathen, Bedford-square ; # Crecker, Chancery- 
lane ; A. Mayhew, Carey-stree 
S. Neal, Austin Friars ; W. Cox, Pinners?-hall, Old Broed- 
street. 
H. Edwards, King’s Lynn. 
W. H. Trinder, Bedford-row. 
G. H. Hinchliffe, West Bromwieh. 
A. Goddard, King- -street, Cheapside. 
E, Futvoye, John-street, Bedford-row. 
H. G. Robinson, Half Moon-street. 
W. B. Collis, Stourbridge. 


D. Pugh, Mold and Wrexham ; R. B. Grifith, Bangor. 


w. Ppa Es and John Walker, Spilsby. 
H. G. Robinson, "Half Moon-street. 

C. H. Welch, Ashbourne. 

J. Lewis, Rochester. 


TAKING OUT AND RENEWAL OF ATTORNEYS’ CERTIFICATES.—Mar 10, 1858. 


Bedford, Francis es Sutton Coldfield, near Birmingham ; and Win- 
chester-street, Pimlic 
Blackburn, Richard Henay, Preston, 


r, William, -road, Regent’s-park, 

‘ n, Edman ‘ 12, huhfed-street, Hoxton 
Henry 3 St. ’s St. Martin’s- 
; New ; and Long-acre. 


Yolen, & ‘Alfred-street, Bedford-square ; Brighton; and 
Hicks, bag vel & rafton-villas, Lough -park, Brixton. 
nt Bristol “and St. eergnt tornaes, Lonsdale-square, 
es TBA, Lavertel aad 1, Fradsle-stréet, Tottin- 












—_ Robert Peach, Cambridge ; and Crescent-terrace, Millbank, West- 
minster. 
, Joseph, Rochdale. 
Royle, William, Northwich, Chester. 
Salmon, Thomas William, Diss. 
» Charles Benen. Qiifton, Bristol. 


wood, Thomas, Shrewsbury. 
— sept aa -street, Mornington-crescent: on the Continent ; 
Ems 
bay ery p> tang Hm. “Great Marlborough-street, Regent-street; and 1s, 
reat Russell-street, Bloomsbury. 


street, 
Tale. Horatio Trafalgar, Manchester. 
ve gad enanhe y 7, Market-street, Oxford-street ; 4, Mortimer-market ; 


vent-garden ; and poo, a Fetter-lane. 
we ee en Newby, 


M taahaberg direct and Devizes. 
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Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, April 15. 
TRIBUNALS OF COMMERCE 


Mr. Arrton said, this subject had been pressed upon his 
attention by a body of gentlemen occupying most respectable 
positions in the city of London, who had, to the number of 
1,500, signed a petition in reference to it, and had requested 
him to bring it under the notice of the House. Those gentle- 
men, in their petition, stated that they considered the present 
administration of justice in commercial cases to be extremely 
unsatisfactory, both as to the mode in which it was administered, 
and the delay which it entailed. They, moreover, drew atten- 
tion to the fact that in foreign countries justice in such cases 
was administered through the medium of what were called 
“ Tribunals of Commerce,” and prayed the House to consider 
whether a system which worked satisfactorily in foreign coun- 
tries might not with advantage be extended to our own. Now, 
without pledging himself to the adoption of the views which 
those gentlemen entertained, he could not help thinking that it 
constituted no valid objection to the consideration of their 
complaints that they were not enabled to point out in a specific 
shape the evils for which they sought aremedy. They felt they 
were labouring under a grievance; they perceived that the 
objects which they desired to attain when they entered upon 
the prosecution of a suit in a court of justice were not satisfac- 
torily accomplished; but they were willing to leave it to 
professional men to determine the causes which led to that 
result, and if possible to devise some means by which the incon- 
veniences of the present system might be obviated. ‘Those 
inconveniences might have their origin in the proceedings to be 
taken at the very commencement of a suit, whereby the real 
point at issue might be so involved in unnecessary technicalities 
as to lead to considerable difficulty as to its determination when 
it came on for decision before the tribunal to which it had 
ultimately to be submitted. A considerable improvement in 
that respect had, indeed, recently been introduced into our 
system of procedure, and a man might now, in a comparatively 
short time—say twenty days—have his suit adjudicated upon. 
But it was an object of the utmost importance to merchants 
that their grievances should be disposed of in as many hours as 
it now took days to investigate them, and in accordance with the 
system of the “ Tribunalsof Commerce;” there, twenty-four hours 
constituted the limit within which parties interested in a suit 
were compelled to appear, in order that a preliminary inquiry 
might take place. Under the existing system, when a contro- 
versy had arrived at a stage in which a judicial decision could 
be taken, it frequently happened that such decision could not 
be obtained for tive or six months, owing to the length of time 
which elapsed between thecircuits of the judges to provincial 
towns. Even in London, when important commercial 
causes required the intervention of special juries for their 
decision, a delay of two or three months frequently occurred. 
Another objection to the present system was, that the judges 
reserved to themselves the right of deciding upon the effect of 
written instruments; but those learned personages were not 
necessarily the best interpreters of those commercial terms 
which were in continual use among merchants. ‘Shen, again, 
the delays which occurred greatly increased the cost of litigation ; 
and, moreover, when a decision was pronounced, it was not 
certain that it would be final. In consequence of these 
evils, there was a tendency on the part of persons engaged in 
commerce in various parts of the country to send their causes 
for trial in London. Such a system might be agreeable to the 
legal profession and convenient to the judges, but it could not 
be otherwise than unsatisfactory to suitors, whose costs were 
increased, and to the jurymen of London, whose duties were 
enhanced by such a practice. To such an extent had this 
tendency to transfer the commercial controversies of the 
country to the metropolitan courts, advanced, that he found 
in one year no less than 1248 causes were tried in 
London, while those tried elsewhere throughout the king- 
dom only amounted to about 1100. That was not the 
natural proportion, as was shown by the returns of the 
business in the local courts; for, out of a total of 297,000 
causes, only 55,000 were tried within the metropolitan area; 
and of 4000 causes for sums between £20 and £50, only 400 
were tried within the metropolitan district. This undue inflic- 
tion of tasiness upon London jurymen was a real grievance; 
and he was informed that many merchants in the city actually 
preferred w yay £40 or £50 « year in fines rather than serve 








upon juries. That was not a proper state of things, and there- 
fore the inhabitants of London had a great interest in seeing 
that justice should be properly administered throughout the 
country, so that the jurymen of the metropolis should not be 
called upon to try causes which belonged to other districts. It 
was needless to remark that suitors also must suffer from the 
present practice, for it was obvious that the trial of a cause 
before a distant tribunal was more expensive than a decision ob- 
tained upon the spot. Another of the evils to which merchants 
were subject was, that almost invariably the courts before 
which their actions for the recovery of trade accounts came for 
trial referred them to arbitration, and thus almost the whole 
expense of a new action had to be incurred. Why should not 
they be permitted to go to arbitration at the outset? Mr. 
Roweliffe, a member of the distinguished firm of Gregory & Co., 
solicitors, said, in his examination before a committee on this 
subject, “ My firm belief is, that merchants frequently give up 
disputed accounts when they would have a fair hope of 
recovering. ‘They abandon their claims in preference to being 
subjected to the annoyance, expense, and loss of time occasioned 
by travelling long distances to courts of law, and waiting 
there until their cases come on for trial, with very little 
prospect of anything but a reference to arbitration.” He 
had been asked what he meant by.a.Tribunal of Com- 
merce. It was nothing more than a body selected by 
the Crown in France, consisting of a judge, who was a 
lawyer, and the chief merchants of the district, who very 
much resembled our special jurymen. ‘To them was given the 
power of dealing with all cases arising out of commercial 
transactions. Where the inhabitants of a district were very 
few, the same power was given to the ordinary local judge, who 
very much resembled a county court judge. The pr i 
were very summary. The Court decided a case upon what 
they understood to be its broad merits. If the claim exceeded 
£60, ar appeal might be made to the superior courts of the 
country. He did not say that that system could be intro- 
duced with all its forms into this country, but there was one 
place in England—viz. Liverpool, which enjoyed the privilege 
of a local tribunal of unlimited jurisdiction with reference to 
cases that might arise within that town. Liverpool had a local 
judge, who sat four times in the year (more frequent sittings 
would probably be an improvement), and the merchant of that 
town had therefore four opportunities in the year of bringing 
his claim before a court, whereas if he commenced a suit in one 
of the superior courts the trial might not come on until the 
expiration of seven months. If he desired a speedier trial he 
might have to come to London. It was of the utmost import- 
ance that this question should be settled without further delay, 
because if a general system of tribunals of commerce were not 
now established they would have individual towns applying for the 
establishment of commercial tribunals under local acts. When 
several of such local tribunals had been established, some 
one would propose a grand reform to sweep them all away, 
and then compensation would have to be given to every one 
connected with them. He moved that a select committee be 
appointed to inquire respecting the expediency of establishing 
tribunals of commerce, or otherwise amending our procedure in 
actions or suits of a commercial nature. 

The Soticiror-GENERAT. could well understand that gen- 
tlemen engaged in commerce, who were anxious for the most 
speedy, effectual, and cheap mode of settling the disputes in 
which they were engaged, might suppose that they would derive 
some great advantage from institutions of the kind proposed by 
his hon. friend; but the House must not be led astray by sup- 
positions of that kind; they must ask, what were the evils com- 
plained of, and whether these tribunals of commerce were likely 
to provide a remedy. His hon. friend said, there were constantly 
cases occurring in commercial matters on which a speedy 
decision was of the utmost importance—cases, for example, 
affecting perishable property, or ships ready to go to sea—and 
that in such instances disputes extending even over days might 
sometimes lead to irremediable mischief, Now, on the question 
of delay in legal proceedings, he begged to remind the House 
of one or two facts. They had introduced county courts 
throughout the kingdom, giving them very extensive jurisdic- 
tion, and he believed no one would call in question the complete 
success of those courts. With regard to questions involving 
very considerable amount, they had dnstituted a speedy and 
cheap mode of settling disputes in these courts; and in addi- 
tion to that they had considerably modified the proceedings of 





the courts of common law, rendering the proceedings in those 
courts as speedy as was deemed to be consistent with the inter- 
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He remembered well the debates on that measure, 
and how earnestly the House was pressed to reduce the pro- 
ceedings on bills of exchange to the shortest possible time. The 
result. was, that a measure was passed, by which those proceed- 
ings were brought within the compass of some three or four 
weeks. In these three different classes of measures, the object 
of the Legislature had been to remedy the evils that sprung 
from delay in the settlement of disputed cases; and if these 
proceedings could be still further shortened, he would be glad 
to lend his assistance in carrying out so desirable an improve- 
ment, and the House would be prepared to give it their sanc- 
tion. But when his hon. friend spoke of cases that required the 
consideration of a special jury being brought into Court and 
fully stated and disposed of within twenty-four hours, he was 
afraid he was more sanguine than experience would justify him 
in being. The court he proposed would be either a court with- 
out appeal, or a court with appeal. If it was a court without 
appeal, he would say that such a court, deciding cases in twenty- 
four hours, would not enjoy confidence. If it was a court from 
which there might be an appeal, the decision would be sus- 
pended till the appeal was disposed of. The case would be 
taken before one of the higher courts; but if so, why not go 
before these higher courts in the first instance ? It was said, 
the mode in which mercantile cases were tried by a judge and 
jury was unsatisfactory, because questions of fact were left to 
the jury, while the judges were in the habit of putting their 
own construction on questions of law; and he added, that tri- 
bunals of commerce would decide both questions of fact 
and questions of law. Of course, in the case of any com- 
mercial document that had a peculiar meaning, from the 
nature of the words employed, the evidence of witnesses would 
be taken, and upon that evidence the jury would be required 
to decide upon the peculiar meaning of the document. But 
did he mean to say that a document springing from the pro- 
ceedings in a commercial transaction was to be adjudicated 
upon in a manner different from documents arising out of other 
matters? Any innovation of that kind in our system of juris- 
prudence would be eminently unsatisfactory to the country. 
The fact of tribunals of commerce adopting the course referred 
to, only proved that those tribunals sprung out of a state of 
things less civilised than we enjoyed in this country. They were 
the remnants of a less enlightened civilisation than existed in 
this country; they were tribunals very far inferior to those we 
enjoyed, and in no respect more than in this, that the mercan- 
tile men who composed them, without stating the grounds on 
which they interpreted written documents, mixed up in their 
verdicts questions of law and fact together. He admitted it 
was a very unsatisfactory state of things in this country, 
that when suitors came into one court they were handed 
over to another, viz. from a court of equity to a court of 
law, or from a court of law to a court of equity. Another 
complaint was, that the jurymen of the City of London 
had a very unfair amount of business thrown upon them, be- 
cause it was the habit to send country cases to London to be 
tried. But how did this happen? In the first place, because 
the courts in London sat for a greater number of days in the 
year than the courts in the country did. In the next place, 
because they had courts sitting in Guildhall presided over by 
the most eminent judges, and because these courts were cele- 
brated for the manner in which mercantile cases were decided. 
In the third place, because the mercantile men who were jury- 
men in London were eminent for the skill and intelligence 
which they brought to bear on mercantile subjects; and it was 
always the fate of those who were able to discharge their busi- 
ness well to get more business than others, just on account of 
their competency. Now, how would tribunals of commerce 
remedy this evil? He believed it would be found that they 
could not materially expedite cases tried at common law. If 
they did so at all it must be by having a greater number of 
circuits in the year, or by adopting some means of more easily 
bringing cases to trial. It would not be satisfactory to those 
who had suits to give them an inferior tribunal to that which 
they now possessed. The very fact that cases of this sort 
came up to London out of all proportion to be tried was a proof 
of the desire of the suitors to secure the best possible tribunal. 
If the proposition was that these tribunals should be paid, was 
it likely that Parliament would sanction the establishment of 
a new staff of tribunals at a very serious expense throughout 
the land—for they must be established wherever commerce was 
carried on, and there was no corner of the country in which it 
was not carried on. But if they were to be unpaid, what 
expectation was there that a sufficient number of persons 
would be found to volunteer for the discharge of these 
duties? Were they to be courts with an appeal or not? If 








there was to be an appeal, it must be to the courts of common 
law—then why not go to those courts in the first instance? If 
there was to be no appeal, then, in fact, these tribunals would 
be neither more nor less than compulsory arbitrations. No 
doubt it was formerly, though not now so much, a great dis- 
credit to our system of common law, that when a complicated 
case was brought at great expense before a jury, and it was 
found that so much time would be taken up, and the points 
were so numerous, that a jury could not possibly come to a 
satisfactory decision, the judge was in the habit of request- 
ing the parties to refer to an arbitrator. But an Act had been 
passed enabling a judge, when a suit had been commenced—if 
it were shown him that it was one of complicated account, 
which could not be satisfactorily submitted to a jury—to insist 
on the parties submitting it to arbitration without incurring 
further expense. The evil complained of had thus in a great 
measure been cured. He did not think that any great benefit 
was likely to be derived from the establishment of these tribu- 
nals, nor would it be practicable to institute tribunals of 
commerce at all analogous to those existing in foreign countries. 
They existed abroad because they had been established from 
the earliest times, and had never been superseded by more 
formal and regular tribunals, such as our courts of law. If we 
were to adopt them here, we should be retrograding, not ad, 
vancing, and it was not at all probable that their working 
would give satisfaction in the country. ‘This subject, how- 
ever, had been largely ventilated in commercial circles, and no 
doubt it had obtained a certain amount of favour in the minds 
of those who felt that all litigation was an evil in itself, and who 
gladly hailed any proposition which was likely to put an end 
to it. When a feeling of that sort existed, and among a class 
of persons whose opinions were entitled to great respect, it was 
desirable that the question should be investigated in the fullest 
manner, and this could not be better done than by appointing a 
committee. 

Lord Jonn RussELL was convinced, that, having made con- 
siderable progress of late years in the establishment of local 
tribunals, we should have to make further progress in that 
direction. We should have to improve and extend those local 
courts, either by having a greater number, or by separating 
some of the smaller causes from them, in order to secure a more 
speedy administration of justice. There was no complaint as 
to the excellency of the administration of justice in these 
courts, but if that justice was not speedily done, injustice was 
often done. A nation could not possess a greater benefit than 
to have justice speedily as well as impartially administered, and 
every investigation tended to show that more might be done in 
this direction. In other questions besides this these local courts 
might exercise a beneficial jurisdiction, for there were many 
men who would prefer to have a speedy decision before a com- 
petent tribunal than delay a decision in order to get it from a 
higher court. 

Mr, J. D, Frrz@ERAxp last year carried a Bill for the reform 
of the law of bankruptcy in Ireland, the result of which had 
been to reduce the expense one-fourth,and to increase the busi- 
ness fourfold. He had heard that tribunals of commerce were 
established in Spain when the commercial transactions of that 
country were widely spread, thence imported into France, 
and gradually extended over the other states of Europe. 
Mr. Ayrton had not suggested that by means of tribunals of 
commerce questions of magnitude might be decided within 
twenty-four hours. His statement was, that by means of those 
tribunals cognizance might be taken of matters in dispute, in 
such a manner that the parties might within twenty-four hours 
be in a position to act safely in the disposition of property, in- 
stead of being obliged to act at their own peril, 

Colonel Syxzs had received from Calcutta yesterday the 
draught of an act for the organisation of tribunals of commerce 
in Calcutta. It was proposed to establish tribunals for the de- 
cision of all commercial questions, consisting of twenty-four 
consuls, elected by the foreign and native merchants—two out 
of the twenty-four to sit monthly for reference in all immediate 
cases. If a merchant bought goods on sample and rejected them 
on the ground that they were inferior, the consuls would deter- 
mine, he presumed within twenty-four hours, whether they 
were according to sample or not; and he thought a commercial 
man would be much more likely to determine correctly than a 
learned judge of the supreme court. The consuls, being 
elected by the merchant community of Calcutta, would have 
their confidence. No doubt, these decisions would be acquiesced 
in, and there would be very few appeals to the ordinary tri- 
bunals, : 

Mr. M‘Manon said, that tribunals of commerce had existed 
with regard to matters of assurance from the reign of Elizabeth 
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to the close of the last century, when, in consequerice of the 
partiality of the various gentlemen who had been called in to 
decide, they had fallen into disrepute. 

Mr. ConnreR suggested the amalgamation of the Court of 
Admiralty with the courts of common law. In the case of a 
collision between two ships, the common law courts, upon a 
plaintiff bringing his action, were able either to award damages 
to him or to give a verdict for the defendant; but the Court of 
Admiralty could consider whether both parties had been in the 
wrong, and if so they could award such damages as each ought 
to pay. ‘That power was extremely satisfactory. It ought to 
be administered by the courts of law, and if so by the county 
courts also. 

Mr. Horsratt observed that nobody had yet ventured to 
answer the question of the Solicitor-General, as to whether 
those who were to sit in these tribunals should be paid or unpaid 
judges. Colonel Sykes had mentioned a case involving the 
question whether stock corresponded with the sample, which 
was speedily decided by being referred to a tribunal of com- 
merce. In England, when such a question arose, the practice 
was to refer it to arbitration; and if the case mentioned had 
been so referred it would have been as quickly disposed of as 
by a tribunal of commerce. He was of opinion that if the 
county courts were improved, and if their powers were ex- 
tended, the mercantile community could do very well without 
tribunals of commerce. 

Mr. AYRTON presumed that the merchants who would serve 
upon tribunals of commerce would try the very same cases 
which they now tried as juries. In that respect there would 
be no difference in the duties devolving upon them; and he 
supposed they would be paid at the same rate and in the same 
manner as at present. 


The motion was agreed to. 


CouRT OF CHANCERY PROCEDURE. 

The Sorrcrror-GENERAL moved for leave to bring in a Bill 
to amend the course of procedure in the Court of Chancery. 
There were two most serious evils under which their system of 
law laboured. Those evils were—first, the defective state of 
the law of bankruptcy; and, secondly, the impossibility at pre- 
sent to obtain complete relief in a single court, the suitor being 
obliged to go to one court, which exhausted part of the case, 
and then to proceed to another for the remainder of the relief 
which he desired to obtain. The defective state of the law of 
bankruptcy was an evil the importance of which could not be 
overrated; and he trusted that before many days passed over 
there would be presented to one or other branch of the Legis- 
lature a Bill remedying, to a considerable extent, those evils 
which all must admit to exist. The present Bill would, he 
trusted, go far to remove the other evil mentioned. The mea- 
sure had two objects, both tending to one common end—to 
enable the suitor to obtain in one court the complete relief to 
which he was entitled. At present the Court of Chancery gave 
relief in cases of breach of agreement, by restraining the con- 
tinnance of the breach for the future; but it could not give 
damages for the injury inflicted in times past. For those 
damages the suitor was obliged to go to a court of common 
law; and thus he got prospective relief from the Court of 
Chancery, and retrospective relief from the court of common 
law. So, with respect to the specific performance of an agree- 
ment, the Court of Chancery could compel specific perform- 
ance for the future, but could not give damages for the 
non-performance of the agreement in time past. Now, he 

to empower the Court of Chancery, upon any 
application for an injunction, or for the specific perform- 
ance of an agreement, to award damages up to the time 
when the Court gave relief. On this point a corre- 
sponding jurisdiction had heen conferred by Parliament 
on the courts of common law. They could give retrospective 
relief by way of damages, and the Common Law Procedure 
Act enabled them also to exercise jurisdiction with respect to 
the future by way of injunction or decree for specific perform- 
ance. He proposed that the Court of Chancery should in the 
same manner complete its jurisdiction, and then every suitor 
would have it in his power to appeal either to the Court of 
Chancery or to a court of common law. In this way, if a per- 
fect fusion of law and equity were not effected, at all events 
complete jurisdiction would be given to the courts of common 
law and equity in their several departments, so that there would 
be no portion of relief which any of those courts might not 
give to the suitor. The Chancery Commissioners, in their 
second report, recommended that this jurisdiction should be 
conferred on the Court. He proposed to obviate the 
difficulty which now existed in the Court of Chancery in trying 








questions of fact. Hon. members conversant with proceedings 
in courts of law might be aware that in 1852 the mode of 
taking evidence in the Court of Chancery was materially 
altered. Up to that time it was taken in a very absurd manner 
—namely, by having written depositions as they were called, 
the party being examined in private without his adversary being 
present, and the story was committed to by by the person 
in whose hand the questions were put. Under system 
which now prevailed, the witnesses were not called before 
the judge who had to decide the case, but before an ex- 
aminer of the court in the presence of both the parties. It 
was a manifest evil that the judge who had to decide did 
not see the demeanour nor hear the evidence of the witnesses, 
Another objection was, that the examiner had no power to check 
the prolixity of the proceedings, or to decide as to the relevancy 
of the questions. The examiner, therefore, was at the mercy of 
the parties, and must take down every word, and examine all 
the witnesses, however numerous. The consequence was,that 
piles of papers were collected together which had to be waded 
through to ascertain one very small grain of fact, which might 
have been discovered, if the witnesses had been examined in the 
presence of the judge, in one-tenth the time and at one-tenth 
the expense. The Court could not check this prolixity nor 
prevent the expense which was incurred; and if it were a case 
in which the witnesses gave evidence one against the other, the 
Court could not tell without seeing the witnesses which was 
telling truth and which falsehood. An issue was, therefore, 
sent to be tried by a jury in another court, where, at a serious 
expense, the whole proceeding had to be gone through again. 
He, therefore, proposed that the Court of Chancery should have 
the power of calling in a jury with respect to any case in which 
a question of fact should arise sufficiently grave to warrant the 
interposition of a jury. Thus the issue which had hitherto 
been sent to be tried in a court of common law would be dis- 
posed of in the court of equity itself in the most simple, expe- 
ditious, and economical manner. This arrangement was the 
more necessary in consequence of the first part of the Bill, be- 
cause that gave to the Court of Chancery the power to grant 
damages, and there was no mode of assessing damages except 
through the intervention of a jury. Therefore, for assessing 
damages and on questions of disputed fact the Court of Chan- 
cery would have the advantage of a trial by jury. He did not 
propose to make his Bill compulsory in all cases, but to leave 
the matter in the first instance to the discretion of the Court, 
though, no doubt, that discretion would be very bri we exer- 
cised in favour of the intervention of a jury; and if hereafter 
it should be found that this was a successful experiment, he 
trusted that they would be able still farther to improve the 
mode of taking evidence, by means of witnesses examined in 
court, where the judge might observe their demeanour. 

Mr. Maxins said, the power of summoning a jury would be 
very beneficial; and although he doubted whether such a power 
would be frequently exercised, it ought to be given to the 
Court. In four-fifths of the cases in Chancery, the evidence 
was taken by affidavit, and it was only on cross-examination 
that vivi voce evidence was given. The Court of Chancery 
wus, however, now armed with the power both of examining 
and cross-examining witnesses viva voce, and some of the 
judges readily availed themselves of the power, while others de- 
clined to do so. In the Court of Appeal, before the Lords 
Justices, it was the common practice to examine and cross- 
examine the witnesses viva voce. The power was, however, 
in the discretion of the Court. There was considerable differ- 
ence of opinion on the subject among the judges; and in some 
branches of the court the power was very rarely exercised. It 
was of great importance that judges should have an opportu- 
nity of observing the demeanour of witnesses, and it would be 
an improvement if witnesses respecting matters of fact were in 
all cases cross-examined before the judge who was to decide the 
question. He considered that the administration of the Court 
of Chancery was now as creditable as it had been discreditable 
previously to 1852, for as a general rule there was no delay in 
that court, and cases which formerly occupied years were now 
decided in months. 

The Soticrrorn-GENERAL, in reply, said, the Bill applied only 
to two cases, because those were the only cases in which the 
Court of Chancery had not complete jurisdiction. 

The Bill was brought in and read asfirst time. 


Friday, April 16. 
Tue Propate Act, 
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£250,000, inquired whether he meant that sum in gross or 
annually? 


Tue CHANCELLOR of the ExcHequer said, the claims 
amounted to £250,000 per annum for several years. He did 
not mean to say that these claims had been actually sent in by 
the proctors, but some had, and by the law which had been 
passed the Treasury had been forced on these data to form an 

and their estimate was, that the claims of the proctors 
would amount to £250,000 per annum for several years. 


Monday, April 19. 
Tue REAL PROPERTY COMMISSIONERS. 

Mr. Heapuam asked the Secretary for the Home Depart- 
ment whether it was the intention of the Government during 
this session to introduce a Bill to carry into éffect the recom- 
mendations of the Real Property Commissioners? 

Mr. WaLPo se said, the report of the commissioners was now 
actually under the consideration of the Ministry. As a Bill 
was coming down from the House of Lords which was certainly 
not so satisfactory as the plan of the commissioners, he proposed, 
when that Bill came before the House, to state upon the second 
reading the views of her Majesty's Government upon the 


subject. 
Tuesday, April 20. 
Law or BANKRUPTCY. 

In reply to a question from Mr. GLYN, 

Tae ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, he had been charged by the 
Lord Chancellor with the duty of preparing a Bill for the 
amendment of the law of bankruptcy and insolvency. That 
measure, which he was happy to say was in an advanced state 
of preparation, was of a very extensive and complicated cha- 
racter, but he had little doubt that it would be in a condition 
to be laid before the House of Lords—where the Government 
intended to introduce it—by the end of next week, or the 


beginning of the following week. 
London and Probincial Law 
Assurance Soctety. 


The Annual General Meeting of this society was held at the 
ap me Fleet-street, on the 16th instant. H. S. Law, Esq., 
in A 





The report of the directors was read by the secretary. 


REPORT. 

The directors have much satisfaction in reporting to the 
proprietors the result of the operations of the society for the 
year ending 31st December, 1857. 

Notwithstanding the general diminution of insurance business 
which has been experienced during the past year, the directors 
are enabled to report a considerable increase in the new business 
of the society. 

The number of new policies effected during the year is 109, 
insuring the sum of £141,100, yielding in premiums the sum 
of 4,254/. 18s. 5d., being an increase of nearly £800 over the 
new premiums of the previous year. The average amount 
assured by these policies is £1,295, which would intimate that 
the risks undertaken by the society are upon lives in the higher 
classes; and experience has shown that such are the most 
profitable insurances. 

= total premiums received in the year amount to 24,98 3/. 


Nine claims were paid during the year, amounting to 
11,3471. 6s., including bonus, being a very slight increase over 
the amount paid in year 1856; but £1000 of this sum has 
been returned under a re-assurance effected by the society. 

The charges of management are on the usual moderate scale; 
but it will be observed, that the sum of 665/. 18s. 4d. has been 
expended in the extension of agencies, an item which has not 
appeared in former accounts. The directors believe that this 
expenditure will be well repaid by the consequent increase of 
business, various insurances having already been effected through 
the instrumentality of the newly-appointed agents, the number 
of whom, up to the 31st December last, was 216. 

The directors are continuing their exertions to extend their 
provincial agencies, and they hope that the society will very 
shortly be represented in every principal town in England by 
solicitors of the highest respectability. 

It will be satisfactory to the proprietors to learn that, after 
at of all claims and expenses of the society, the assets 
hae increased during the year by a sum of very nearly 

Some doubts having arisen, in consequence of a recent trial 








in the Court of Common Pleas, as to the liability of insurance 
companies to pay the amount assured in the event of the life 
dying during the thirty days allowed for the payment of the 
renewal premium, the directors would draw attention to the 
first clause indorsed on every policy issued by the society, which 
provides that “no policy shall become void if the premium be 
paid withir thirty days next after the same shall become due, 
even if the policy shall become aclaim within such thirty days.” 
An instance occurred in one of the claims on the society before 
the abave trial, and the amount was paid without the slightest 
hesitation. 

The directors regret to announce that two vacancies have 
occurred in the board—one by the death of Mr. Woodrooffe, 
and the other by the resignation of Mr. Reeve, who has retired 
from the profession. These vacancies will have to be filled up 
at the present meeting, in addition to those occasioned by the 
retirement, by rotation, of the following gentlemen, viz. Messrs. 
Ashley, Clark, Erle, Hedges, Hope-Scott, Hughes, Lake, Law, 
Lefroy, Still, and White, who are all eligible for re-election. 

The retiring auditors are, for the proprietors, Mr. William 
Parke, and for the assured, Mr. Josiah T. Paul, who go out by 
rotation, and are eligible for re-election. 

The directors, in conclusion, remind the proprietors that all 
policies effected “ with profits” during the present year will be 
entitled to participate in the bonus to be declared at the end 
of 1860—and they would urge them to continue and increase 
their exertions to promote the business and welfare of the 
society. Gzorce M. Butt, Chairman. 

April, 1858. 

BALANCE SHEET. 
RECEIPTS AND EXPENDITURE DURING THE YEAR ENDING 3lst Dec. 1857 


Dr. 
To balance from 3lst Dec., 1856— 4s 

At the Bank of England .......ssseeeessecceeccees 3,222 19 11 
oy Premiums (New)........secececcsesceeee £4,254 18 5 
” (Renewals). ....cccccesscvcceee 20,728 7 0 

24,983 5 5 
» Consideration for Annuities ...........seeeesseeeeeece 3,326 10 4 
» Dividends and Interest on Investments ........++++++++ 6,568 
Assurances 





» Fines for revival of Lapsed Policies .......0++++eese+0+ ° 311 0 
The Society’s investments on the 3ist Dec., 1857, were as follows :— 
£16,405 1 2 £3 per cent. Consols. 
21,244 8 6 New3 per cent. Annuities. 
2,691 15 10 £3 per cent. Reduced Annuities. 
18,500 0 0 Great Western Railway Debentures. 
0 London & North-Western Railway Debentures. 
1 On Mortgage, &c. 
0 On Deposit at London and Westminster Bank. 
0 Ditto Union Bank of London. 
1 Society’s House. 


£67,274 9 2 
Examined by us, this 29th Jan., 1858. 
C. J. Buoxam, 
Joun A. PowELL, 
Row.p. Nevitt BENNETT, 


Cr. £2#sead 
By Proprietors’ Dividends ...........eseseeesceceeesscces 2,597 11 0 
go Ground Rent ...cccccccccscccccvecsoccccces 7918 6 
» Rates and Taxes (including Income Tax) .... 203 12 1 
p CONE castccccescceccctcnsesccocescesesese 1717 0 
» Law Charges 6 0 
»» Insurance of House, Repairs, and Furniture .. 30 16 4 
98 SIRI 6 sen cccnccnsccascecceecstecsoese 693 0 0 
sq SEMEN 0.0 cocccncnccesesesessceseucesnsbes 0 
» Salaries to Actuary and Secretary, Physician 
and Clerks 2 
2 
0 
0 
0 
6 
6 


» Policy and Annuity Deed Stamps .... 
» Petty Cash, including Postage ...... 
»» Fees to Medical Referees ............ os 
go ROWSE OF AMGTMAY ..cccccccveseevccesccecs 


ge III Gio occescdnasccdesenceccacexeudsaunece 
» Expenses incurred in the Extension of Agencies oon 
» Premiums for Re-Assurances ........++.ss00808 
og AEE IE. cnn cosceseccccbncccccecetcos . ase 
»» Claims under Nine Policies, including Bonuses .......... 


= 











ph: IIS BONE i GORDA once c ccccccvevscessoveseoseesce 
» Consideration for Surrendered Policies.................. 
» Investments, viz., Loans...........0s0eees 33,324 16 1 
Stock purchased ........ 10,141 17 6 
———._ 43,466 13 7 
» Balance 3ist Dec., 1857 :—~ 
At the Bank of England .......... 1,785 15 1 
PE Es csciccsccscvacevnevencus 3616 7 
. ————=—=—=—e JRI2 11 8 
£67,274 9 2 
We have carefully examined this account, and find the same to be 
correct— Jostag T. Paci, Epwix Batt, » auditors 
Ww. Panar, Jas. W. Taxior, } Ng A 


Fed. 26, 1868, 
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The Chairman, in moving the adoption of the report, re- 
marked that he was labouring under an attack of indisposi- 
tion, and was therefore unable to make the few observations he 
desired to do, in reference to the progress in the business of the 
society during the past year. He must, therefore, content him- 
self with moving, “ That the report just read, together with the 
bilance-shect therein referred to, be approved and adopted, and 
that the same be open for inspection, in the office of the com- 
pany, for one month;” but Mr. Lake would explain a few 


matters to the meeting. 

Mr. Lake then proceeded to second the motion, and said, he 
should not have troubled them with any observations had it not 
been at the desire of their worthy chairman. The report and 
balance-sheet, however, went so fully into the state of affairs. 
that, under any circumstances, he would only say a few words. 
It was to him, as it must be to all the shareholders, a matter of 
congratulation that the business of the society had so much in- 
creased during the past year; and when they remembered what 
had taken place during last year, they must all be of opinion 
that that year was a very unfavourable one for all life assurance 
associations. But in the face of that, the business of their 
society had considerably increased. He then referred to the 
very respectable character of all their policies, and mentioned 
that they averaged £900 each, while in number they were very 
satisfactory. The claims during last year had been somewhatmore 
than in the two previous ones; not that those for the last year 
were considered large, but those during the two former years 
were very small indeed. “He then stated that the directors had 
taken energetic steps for extending the business of the society in the 
provinces, and had appointed a gentleman of considerable ability, 
who had waited upon a large number of provincial solicitors. The 
results up to the present time had been very gratifying. Two 
hundred gentlemen had been appointed as agents in the country; 
already important policies were coming in through that source, 
and the directors believed that the effect of the arrangement 
would answer all their expectations, and were quite satisfied 
with the progress made up to the present time. He then pro- 
eeeded to remark that a good deal had been said about policies 
falling due within the days of grace, and on that point he 
might remind the meeting that the society always considered 
themselves liable to pay the amount of any policy falling due 
in the days of grace, and had decided to do so long before the 
question came before the public. In fact, it was part of the 
contract the society made with the assurers. After some fur- 
ther remarks, in which Mr. Lake again congratulated the 
meeting upon the satisfactory state of their affairs, he concluded 
by seconding the motion for the adoption of the report. 

The resolution was put and carried unanimously. 

The retiring directors having been re-elected, 

Mr. Serjeant GasELEE moved, and Mr. Forster seconded, 
that John Locke, Esq., Q.C., M.P., be elected to fill the 
vacancy in the direction caused by the resignation of Mr. 
Reeve. 

The motion having been carried nem. con., 

Mr. Lerroy proposed, and Mr. BeerHam seconded, that 
C. R. Lucas, Esq., be elected to fill the vacancy in the direction 
caused by the death of Mr. Woodrooffe. 

This motion was also carried, as was one re-appointing the 
auditors. 

In reply to some observations from an hon. proprietor, 

Mr. Lake stated that the expenses of management were less 
than in any other society in London doing the same amount of 
bifsiness. 

Mr. Locke, M.P., thanked the meeting for having elected 
him a director; and promised to devote his time and attention 
to the interests of the shareholders. 

The proceedings of the ordinary meeting having terminated, 
an extraordinary meeting was held, when certain alterations in 
the deed of settlement were considered. 

A cordial vote of thanks was then passed to the directors for 
the manner in which they had transacted the business of the 


society during ‘the past year. ~ ; 
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Court Papers. 


Queen's Bench. 
NEW CASES.—Easter Term, 1858. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 


Dem. Litton v. Friedricks & Another. 
ie Chapman. Administrator, &¢. v. Rothwell. 
Dem. The Catholic Law & General Life Assurance Company », 
Kerridge. , 
” ing & Others v. Grieve. 
Sp. Ca. De Oleaga ov. Bell. 


Co. Ot. Ap. Currey ®. Arrowsmith. 





Award. wien i Another v. Ibbotson. 
Dem. e Lan rainage Imp t C le 
’ Executor, ee eran *- Whatelar, 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
Lancaster. Prescott ». Cross & Others. 


CROWN PAPER. 
Carmarthen. L. Thomas, Appellant v. Evan Eyans, Respondent. 
Lancashire. The Queen on the prosecution of Overseers of Stretford, Re- 
; spondents v. Justices of Lancashire, Appellants. 
Wilts. William Druce, Appellant v. Samuel Gabb, Respondent. 
Chesterfield. C. 8. B. Busby, Appellant v. Chesterfield Water Works & Gas 
Light Company, Mispondchite: 


Wednesday, April 28. 


Worcester. The Mayor, &c,. of Worcester, Appellants v. The Church- 
, «Wardens & Overseers of St. Clement’s, Respondents. 
Peterboro’. William Headdey, Appellant v. James Hodson, Respondent. 


Saturday, May 1. 


The Poplar District Board of Works, Appellants v. Nicholas 
Knight & Another, Respondents. 

James Browne, Appellant v. J. Lowndes, Respondent. 

The Queen v. The Inhabitants of Crediton. 


Common Pleas. 

NEW CASES.—Easter Term, 1858, 
DEMURRER PAPER. 
Wednesday, Aprii 28. 


London & Continental Assurance Society ». Redgrave. 
Sued with Another. 


Middlesex, 


Staffordsh. 
Exeter. 


Dem. 
< Smethurst v. Liddle. 
as Ferand & Others v. Bischoffsheim & Others. 

Ca. by Ord. Notman & Another v. The Anchor Assurance Company. 

Ca. Ni. Pri, Bickerstaff & Others v. Grimes & Others. 

Appeal. Whitford, Appellant ; Gardner, Respondent. 

Ca. Ni. Pri. Browne & Another v. Price. 


NEW TRIAL PAPER. 


Middlesex. Dalton, Administrator, &. v. The South Eastern Railway. 
Worcester. Portman v. Middleton. 

Middlesex. Hole v. Barlow. 

Liverpool. Bohthugh & Another v. Bigland & Another, 
Bristol. Whitwell v. Perrin. 

Berks. Bennett v. Webb. 

Stafford. Roberts v. The Great Western Railway. 
Surrey. Munster'v. South Eastern Railway. 
Middlesex. Leader v. Hornwood. 

Herts. Bayly v. Bennett. 

London, Robins v. Power. 

Somerset. Dollen v, Batt. 

London. Frend & Another v. Dennett, Clerk, &¢. 
Essex. Cleghorn v. Durrant. 

London. Ingham v. Primrose. 


- Babbidge v, Henderson & Another. 
Cambridge. Reeve v. Palmer. 
Exchequer Chamber. 
SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
The Court will hear Errors from the Queen’s Bench on Monday and 
Tuesday, the 3rd & 4th of May. 
Errors from the Common Pleas will be taken on Monday and Tuesday, 


the 10th & 1ith of May. 
Errors from the Exchequer of Pleas, on Wednesday and Thursday, the 


12th & 13th of May. 
Crchequer of Pleas. 


NEW CASES.—Easter Term, 1858. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 





_A similar compliment was also passed'ts Mr. Day, the secre- 
tary and actuary, and the proceedings terminated, . 





Dem. Talbot v. Longman. 

- Thorne v. Tilbury & Others. 

i Young, Assignee, &c. v. Hughes, 
Appeal. Nixon v. Brownlow. 
Error. Green v. Nixon. 

4 Levey & Another v. Hill. 
Dem. Collins v. Cave. 

os Greenwood & Another v. Burrow, 
Sp. Case. Cammell & Others v. Sewell & ®thers. 

ves Parker v, Ince. 
Dems. « Matthews v. Marsland. 
Dem. The London Monetary Advance & Life Assurance Company 
(Registered) v. Smith. . 

Dems. Martin v. The Leicester Water Works Company. 
Sp. Case, Erichsen & Others v. Barkworth & Another. . 
Dem. ’ ‘Nesbitt o- Brett; ©: ree LANs sie 


a“ Aylam v, Geddes, 
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Births, PMarviages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 
BALL—On April 10, at Fomor, the wife of Edwin Ball, Esq., of a son. 
BIRD—On 15, at 37 Guildford-street, Russell-square, Mrs. Andrew 
Bird, of a daughter. 


CATES —On Pag 6, at Fakenham, Norfolk, the wife of Robert Cates, Esq., 


Vane be Soret at The Grove, Highgate, Mrs. Charles Evans, of a 
son, stillborn. 

HARRIS—On April 15, at St. oe Hackney, Middlesex, the 
wife of Salem C. Harris, arin, Hae of a son. 

ate April 14 Sutherland-place, Bayswater, the wife of 

Edward M. Harrison, Esq.» Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter 
a April yd at 11 Denbigh-road, Westbourne. grove West, 
r, the wife of Richard Deeton Hughes, Esq., of a daughter. 

wun S—On April 20, at 25 Hanover-square, irs. Frederick Leigh 
Hutchins, of a daughter. 
RICKMAN: Ay 14, at 74 Montpellier-road, Brighton, the wife of 
Philip Rickman, +, Of 85 Guildford-street, Russell-square, London, of 


turely. 
SOLOMON On April 19, the wife of Mr. Saul Solomon, of 22 Finsbury- 
so Fate Selieieee lace, Solicitor, of a daughter. 
S—On April 16, at Ivy-house, Woodford, Essex, the wife of Wat- 
kin Williams, Esq., Barrister-at- Law, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 


BOWES—SEARLE—On April 21, at Redcar, by the Rev. William Greenwell, 
a Bowes, Esq., of Darlington, Solicitor, to Anne Frances, eldest 
hter of the late Edward Searle, Esq,, of Colchester, Essex. 
COLL ER—CROWE—On April 15, at St. Nicholas church, Brighton, by 
the Rev. James Hamilton, M.A., rector of Beddington, ‘Andrew Alfred 
yer, » of Bedford-row, Gray’ 's-inn, London, to Elizabeth Far- 
uhar, eldest daughter of Alexander Crowe, Esq., of Woodcote-grove, 


GOULSTONE—BULLEID—On April 7, a1 St. Benedict’s church, Glaston- 
bury, by the Rev. Walter Alinutt, incumbent, Mr. George William 
Goulstone, of Havelock-terrace, West Hackney, London, eldest son of 
Mr. Goulstone, of Belle Vue, Clifton, to Mary Ann, eldest sister of J. G. L. 
Bulleid, », Solicitor, Glastonbu jury. 

MARSHALL—DOWLING—On April 21, at St. George’s, Hanover-square, 
by the Rey. George Banner, of Brasenose-college, Oxford, John Marshall, 
bg phe West Derby, near Liverpool, and of the Middle Temple, Barrister- 

w, eldest son of the late Thomas Harrison Marshall, Esq., Yorkshire, 
to sae, Letitia, the youngest daughter of the late Capt. Dowling, 96th 
it, and Barrac Master of St. James’s. 

PSON—DAGLISH—On April 13, at St. Andrew’s church, Newcastle- 
vaeee tan by the Rev. Rowland East, Hilton Philipson, Esq., Solicitor, 
to a daughter of the late John Daglish, Esq., of Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. 

bie net April 20, at All Saints’, Coaxdon, Dorset, by the 

G. Brine, William Wills, of Uxbridge, Middlesex, Solicitor, to 
patty daughter of the late Richard Smith, Esq., of Woly erhampton, Staf- 


: DEATHS, 


HOME—On April 20, at Blackheath-park, Blackheath, of bronchitis, Jessie, 
the eldest daughter of the late John Home, Esq., W. 3. Edinburgh. 
JAQUES—On April 18, John Jaques, Esq., of Ely-place, ‘Holborn, Solicitor, 


LOGAN—On April 20, at Maldon-road, Kentish New Town, Kenneth 
Logan, for many years clerk of W. H. Bodkin, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
MASON—On April 15, aged six months, Eccles, second son of Mr. Henry 

Mason, of The Grove, Sydenham, Solicitor 

April 17, at 16 Vyvyan-terrace, Clifton, Susan, wife of 
Joseph Shapland, Esq., of the Middle Temple, London, and Mathon, 
Worcestershire. 


—_—>——- 


Aneclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 


The Amount % me poreiaors st Leg A in the following Names will be 
laiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within. Theve Monti 


ARBUTHNOT, GEORGE, agg Elderslie, Lez STEERE, Esq.. Jayes, and Rev. 
Joun Cook, Ockley, all in Surrey, £100 New Three per Cents,—Claimed 
by Lee Steere and Joun Coox, the survivors 

Dimspa.e, CHaRrtes Joun, Esq., Tolmers, Herts, ‘£i, 374 ; 
Claimed by CaaRLes JonN DIMSDALE. 

Drarer, MarGaret, Widow, Vine-street, Westminster, £1,000 Consols.— 
Claimed by Cuartes Henry Ditton, the sole executor of SARAH DRAPEB, 
Spinster, the surviving executor of MarGaret Draper. 

Exxis, Witi1aM Ricwagp, Esq., Arundel, Sussex, Nicuotas Tulre Sepy, 
Joan Waicat, & Henry ROBINSON, jun., Bankers, Covent-garden, £3,850 
New 22, 10s. per Cents, (substituted for £3,500 New South Sea ‘Amnuities), 
£1,100 like Annuities (substituted for £1,000 Old South Sea Annuities, and 

New Three per Cents.—Claimed by Henry Rosrnson (formerly 
jun.), the survivor. 

Garratt, Francis, and Joan Garratt, Tea Dealers, both of Old Swan- 
stairs, £10 : 10 per annum Long Annuities.—Claimed by Francis Gar- 
BATT and JoHN GARRATT 

HARINGTON, AMELIA, Widow, St. John’s-wood-road, Regent’s-park, James 
THOMASON yo »» Bonchurch, Isle of Wight, and Heten Brrp 
Haginaton, ea oma e same place, £50 Consols.—Claimed by 

AMELIA Ha James THomMASON HARINGTON, the survivors. 

Hamineron, haaie Widow, St. John’s-wood-road, nt’s-park, Tuomas 

ARINGTON, Esq., Hesapstead, and Rey. Jonn Haninerton, 
Dd HARINGTON, 


yy Suffolk, and SAMUEL BIGNowp, Esq., Nor- 
.—Claimed 


15: 5 Reduced.— 


10 :3 by Samvet Brenowp. 


Saran, Widow, of the Strand, ey AntTHONY TissINcToON TaTLow, 
Eq, of the Inner Temple, £200 Consols.— 
siworox TanLaw, the Wk 
of Ashatead, 8 Surrey, 1608 : 13 
Diana 


Claimed by AnTHony Tis- 


Diana Situ, Spinsters, all 
—Claimed by FRancgs 








Gardener, 1:10 - 
Ba Vo fia "cane by fom’ Arcee = 
Gent., Chester, and Rev. Witttam VeRNon, Grindleton, 


Torkahines ee S113: : 11 Consols.—Claimed by WiniiaM VERNON. 
Witson, SAMUEL, .» Great Carter-lane, ”-commons, 

VERINDER, Cutler, Paul’s-churchyard, RichArD SaureY Cox, Rib: 

Manufacturer, of the same place, and Puriir CHARLES Moore, 4 


Great Knightrider-street, Doctors’-commons, £67 : 13 : 1 Consols.— 
Claimed by Samuel Wilson, Esq., the survivor. 


~~ -- 


Heirs at Daw and Wert of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Hatton, Joun, Dyer, formerly of Old-street-road, afterwards of Victoria- 
roa, Pimlico, now residing in St. Luke’s-hospital. Hisheirs or next of 
kin to prove their heirship or kindred before the Masters in Lunacy, 45 
Lincoln’-inn-fields. 

Hoxcomse, MAry Exizasetu, Spinster, married in 1823, at Jamaica, to 
Edward Pearson, jun., then an officer in the 92nd Foot. She survived 
her husband, but died i in or about the year 1826. Her nearest surviving 
relatives to ‘communicate with Marcy & Hiatt, Solicitors, Wellington. 
Salop. 

Horton, Exizanetu, 6 Southgate-road, De Beauvoir-town, Middlesex, 
Widow of Abraham Horton, déceased, and formerly wife of William 
Young, deceased, and whose maiden name was Pickering. Dady v. Hart- 
ridge, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, May 24. 

Jones, Rosert, Esq., Merchant, London (having business connections with 
Canada in 1805). His heirs or legal representatives to addiess to N. H. 
Bowen, Notary, Quebec, Canada. 

Kirke, ANNA Manta, Spinster, formerly of Bampton, Oxford, afterwards 
residing in an asylum at Witney, and now peer at Cotton-hill Asylum, 
Stafford. Her heirs or next of kin to prove their heirship or kindred 
before the Masters in Lunacy, at 45 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

PEARSON, THomas, Baker, 74 Fore-street, afterwards of 3 Truman-place, 
Stoke Newington, and now of 25 Upton-place, West Ham, a person of 
unsound mind. His heirs or next of kin to prove their kindred before 
Edward Winslow, Esq., 45 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


~<A 
> 


SMoney Market. 


CITY, Fripay Evenrne. 

Considerable arrivals of specie have occurred during the 
week, and money continues to accumulate. Unwillingness to 
undertake commercial operations is rather increasing than 
otherwise. Uneasiness as to our relations with France is be- 
lieved to be the chief cause of this stagnation and want of con- 
fidence. The-price of Consols has varied only from 96% to 96% 
per cent. for money; the closing price this afternoon being 963. 
The New India Scrip is steady at 99% per cent. to par. The 
Bank of England has not altered its rate of discount. Applica- 
tions in that quarter are very restricted, and on the Stock 
Exchange money is at 1} per cent. 


From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
21st inst. it appears that the amount of notes in cireulation 
is £20,518,030, being an increase of £37,015 ; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £18,584,383, showing an increase 
of £277,054, when compared with the previous return. 


If the Budget has not pleased all parties, it has succeeded in 
disarming powerful opposition. Strong motives must have 
been felt to maintain for two years the Income Tax at 7d, in 
the pound, instead of seeing it now reduced to 5d. The differ- 
ence between these two rates would amount in two years to 
£4,000,000, and if retained, would have prevented the necessity 
of abolishing the war sinking fund, and also of postponing, it 
appears, to the years 1862 and 1863 payment of £2,000,000 of 
Exchequer Bonds, now soon'due. ‘To have maintained the 
Income Tax at 7d. in the pound would have been retaining a 
war tax in respect to the difference between 7d. and 5d. in the 
pound. The outbreak in the East Indies justified the measure; 
but the plan of the Budget carries out the arrangement come 
to in 1853. It is both just and wise to make the duty on Irish 
spirits the same as English and Scotch. The amount expected 
to be gained by the advance on Irish spirits is £500,000 at 
least, and this sum is sufficient to meet the supposed deficiency 
of the current year’s revenue compared with the expenditure. 
A stamp of 1d. upon cheques drawn upon bankers will produce 
a surplus of £300,000. 


With regard to the future, the Chancellor of the Exchequer 
takes a view as pleasing as possible; but we are reminded in 
the debate, that for three years before the war, ending in 1852, 
the expenditure of this country was from £50,000,000 to 
£51,000,000 per annum. ‘The mode of calculation is now dif- 
ferent, and this difference would make the expenditure of that 
period £54,000,000 to £55,000,000: but now, notwithstanding 





some reductions in the estimates, the ordinary expendi- 
i of the year is £63,600,000. It thus a that the 

ge ge has : a Per iecras prone or 
£9) ,000, of which 














532 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Aram 24, 1858, 








permanent annual charge entailed by the Russian war, and it 
therefore follows that we have added £7,000,000 or £8,000,000 
a year to our expenditure. If this continues, it is unreasonable 
to expect, notwithstanding present arrangements, the extinc- 
tion of the Income Tax in the year 1860. 


—_—_>—— 
English #unds. 




































































ENGLisH Funps. | Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. Fri. 
Bank Stock .......... ‘2214, 20)220 222| 220 13 221 2 | 2224 
Soe con Red. Ann.. ‘lo5h 19) 954 § | 9 9% 

3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...| 196 5 

New 3 per Cent. Ann...! i 419 95 954 $8) 9: 
New 2 per Cent. Ann.. | oe ae ioe a oe ee 
5 per Cent. Annuities «| 6 Tae oe ee oe oe 
Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5,! | 

a SA 1} -t6} 1g | 1G |L Ut-16) 1g [1 11-16 
™ oo pevion. Oct. 10,| | | 

DUP Sensseseconces as 1. oe oo Te tee 
<, 7 RY 5, | | 

RCN | =a Gee oe és - | 19g 
* 30 years (exp. Apr. 5, | 

Wee east fs os , ee. Bim As By es 
Indi MES acscocpsioc | ee ot 222 ae 99 ; | gs 

iia Loan Debentures..| 99§ | 99% 995 § 99 
India Serip...........- | 99% § |100 993 oot 100 993/100 993; on 
India Bonds (£1,000) ..| ie Ss ‘ 21s p | 20s p 
Do. (under £1,000)..... | 218 p | oe oe om oe | 21s p 
Exch. Bills (£1000) Mar.) 36s p | -- (37888 p| 39s p 

Ditto June....| 338 p |37833sp 36s p | 34s p /36s 38 p| 37s p 
Exch. Bilis ee Mar.| .. (35s34sp| 34s p| 38s p| .. 

Ditto Juni Sow Se - {84s3sp) .. | si p 
— a (Small) Star, | | 38s p ee -- | 358 p 

June| 37s 33s 34s p |34s 7sp| 37s p | 37 

RR ae ; il — * . nd pay, 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, af 

9 ee oe os os ee ee oo 4 Py 
Exch. Bons, 1859, 3h. 
__perCent ........... 1003 | | 100 3 100} 100% | 100% 

Railway Stock. 
RAILWAYS. | Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
| 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..|_.. d 2 és - a 
Bristol and Exeter ....| 89 ae 8989) 8839] .. ‘hs 
Caledonian............ 83% 44/844 5 8: 85 84 843 5 
yo aga ‘| % ; i, $ ed ‘ ph +i : a 
viaebeion é whi soto 16g | 16} " 164 |165 

Eastern Counties ...... 57 58 74 | 584 79) 58 58 59, 
Eastern Union A. Stock.| ia : eed ig % "4 . : 

Ditto B. Stock ....| .. be 30 v3 6 ; 
East Lancashire ...... wae ve oy os sa ks 
Edinburgh and Giasgow! ee ee ee oe oe oe 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee} 274 oe oe oe 28 
Glasgow & South- -Westn.| > én eo oe + oe 

orthern ...... 101 101 102 101% 2) .. 101% 2, 
itto Stock ... ee 126 126 os 126 
See ee Rom ens a ey % pe oe 
Great Western ........ 564 | 
Pheer ete G. Stk.| 64 & 1568 2 91°68 O% : sob et sid 
ancashire Yorkshire|e7 87 87 ‘| 87 89 89, 
Lon. Brighton & 8 see it 3 A si Aso) 44 sii 8 
London & North- Waeemt ‘oak 4 of J 99, 4 02 # 934 % 
London & South-Westrn. | | 924 1 2 #'3| sah 3 
Man. a & Lincoin.. se 364 t 37 6 
SRR in ites 91 92 1 '91 92 1 92 
_Ditto Birm. & | a ' . : cake iy? 65 . 
ESR 59 | OS 60 594 
a British ....,... 52h 52 53 524 oe 
‘orth-Eastern Raw: i 91 ies 2\ 92 1g | 92 14 | 924 
ped Hi Aa | 47 41h | 47 

Ditto York. Cvcvecces | 72 2 72 4 
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London Gaszettes. 


Commissioner to administer Paths in Chancery. 
TuEspaY, April 20, 1858. 
D’ALTon, WitLIaM, Gent., Great George-st., Dublin, for Ireland.—Aprit 


14, 1858. 
Bankrupts. 
Tuespay, April 20, 1858. 


BUTLER, Srrssury, Cur HER BAKER, & CHARLES EDWARD BUTLER 
(and not Charles Edward Baker, as advertised in last Friday’s Gazette), 
Wire Drawers, Birmingham. Com. Balguy: a 26 and May 17, at 10; 
Birmingham. Off. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. Fitter oe Birmingham ; 
or Ryland & Martineau, gg ee ge Pet. April 14 

COHEN, Aspranam Mark, Paper Stainer, 18 Commercial-pl., City-rd, 
Com. ‘Evans : _ 29, at 11; and May 27, at 2; Basinghail-st. Of. 
i. Bell. Sols. J. & S. Solomon, 22 Finsbury-pl. Pet. for ‘Arrngt. 

12. 

M‘KINNELL, Cuartes, Merchant, Great St. Helens. Com. Evans : +a 
29, at 12; May 28, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Johnson. 
George & Downing, Sise-lane. Pet. April 14. 

PIERCE, Joan, Carpenter and Builder, 18 Ironmonger-lane, and 54 Liver- 
pool-st., Bishopsgate, and of Martha’s Tavern, 48 Coleman-st., Licensed 





Victualler. Com. Fane: April 30, at 2; and May 28, at 1; Basinghall- 
st. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sol. Taylor, 15 South-st., Finsbury-sq. Pet, 
April 15. 


POWELL, Cuartes, Cheesemonger, 69 Leather-lane, A now ¢ “4 
soner for debt in Canterbury Gaol. Com. Fane: May 1, at 11; Pha Foe: 
28, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sol, Perry, 2 
chambers. "Pet. April 10. 

SENIOR, Wiiu1am Txomas, Fellmonger, Horbury a ge 
Com. West: May 4 and June 1, at 11; Commnaneialeliias Kee 
= Hope. Sols. Chadwick, Dewsbury ; or Bond ‘Leek 

et. April 13. 

STARKEY, Bensamin, Woollen Cord Manufacturer, Sheepridge, Hudders- 
field. Com. West: May 6 & 28, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Of. 
Ass. Young. Sols. Cariss & Cudworth, Leeds. Pet. April 16. 

a Dantet, Builder, 19 Buckland-crescent, Belsize, St. John’s-wood, 
and 50 Queen’ *s-gardens, Bayswater. Com. Holroyd: May 4, at 2.30; 
and May 25, at 12; hall-st. Off. Ass. Lee. Sols. Lawrance, 
Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. Pet. April 17. 

WAINWRIGHT, Tuomas, Cattle Salesman, Dunham-o’-the-Hill, Cheshire, 
Com. Stevenson : May 7 & 27, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Bird. Sol. 
Ford, Chester. Pet. ‘April 16, 


Fripay, April 23, 1858. 


ANTHONY, Joun, Grocer, 33 Old Town-st., Plymouth. Com. Bere: 
May 4,at 11; Queen-st., Exeter; and May 27, at 1; Atheneum, Ply- 
mouth. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Rooker, Lavers, & Matthews, Ply- 
mouth ; or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. April 14. 

BARRY, Jou, Milliner, 26 Milsom-st., Bath. Com. Ayrton: May 4, and 
June 7, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Miller. Sol. Wilton, Bath. Pet. April 22. 

CAMPLING, WiLtiaM, & SaMUEL Browne, Shoe Manufacturers, Norwich. 
Com. Evans : May 4, at1; and June 3, at 2; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Bell. Be Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, old Jewry-chambers. et. 


Mar. 

CHREES, "BENJAMIN M‘Cuetsu, Draper, 180 Hoxton Old Town. Com. = 
royd: May 4, at 12.30; and June 1, at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Lee. 
Sol. Jones, 15 Size-lane, Bucklersbury. Pet. April 14. 

COOPER, Witttam, Coach Axle-tree Spring Maker. Harvills Hawthorn, 
Hill Top, West Bromwich. Com. Balguy: May 6 & 27, at 11.30; Bir- 
mingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. J. B. Smith, Horsley Heath, 
Tipton; or J. Smith, Birmingham. Pet. April 20. 

EVERSHED, Tuomas, & Cartes BeNsamin Wuitcoms, Soap Manufac- 
turers, Gosport. Com. Fane: May 7, at 12.30; and June 4, at 1; yy 4 
hall-st. Off. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. E. Low, 65 Chancery-lane ; 

Low, Portsea. Pet, April 22. 
FIRTH, Marraew, & WittiamM Firtu, Plasterers, Manningham, near 
Bradford, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: May 10 and June 7, at 11; Com- 
mercial-bldgs., eae Off. Ass. Hope. Sols. G. A. & W. Elmsley, 


Pet. April | 
FRANKENSTEIN, Jacos, Commission Merchant, 10 Devonshire-st. Com. 
Goulburn: May 3, at 11; and June 7, at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. As. 
Pennell. Sol. Spyer, 30 Broad-st. -bldgs. Pet. for A . Mar. 15. 
HE pag Tuomas (Thomas Hebard & Co.), Merchant, 27 Browd-st.-bidgs. 
Iso trading at 2 Dunster-ct., under firm of Heba: bard & Bristow. 
Holroyd : May 4, at 2.30; and June 1, at 2; Basinghall-st. Of. yrs 
Edwards, Sol, Gray, 3 New-inn, Strand. Pa. April 19. 
HOOPER, Frepericx Wituiam, & Cuantes Wentwortn Wass, Picture 
Dealers, 3 New Burlington-st. Com, Evans: May 4, at 12.30; and 
June 3, at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Hughes, Chapel- 
st., Bedford-row. . for arrgnt. Jan, VU. 
PONTEY, JAMES, "Licensed Victualler, Chester-rd., J og - 1 Manchester. 
May 6, and June 10, at 11; Manchester. a" Hernaman. Sol. 
Andrew, Princess-st., Manchester. Pet. April 
PRIDGEON, FREDERICK, Corn & Bran re ears Lynn, meee. 
Com. Holroyd: May 8, and June |, at 7B ——— all-st. Of’. Ass. Lee. 
Sol. Wilkin, 3 Furnival’s-inn, London. Pet. April 23, 
TYACK, Winitam, Innkeeper, Camborne, Cornwall. Com, Bere: May 4, 


at ll; and May 25, at 1; Queen-st., Exeter. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. 
Kamonds & Sons, f Mymouth 5 or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. April 13, 
WELDON, Wiistam, ford, Lincolnshire. Com. Balguy : 





May 12, and June &, at 10,30; ‘hiehal Nottingham, Og’. Ass. Harris. 
Sols. Brown & Son. Pet, A 
WILKINS, ee ee ‘Kaley 


near Wellington, Salop. Com. Balguy: 
May 6 & 27, at 11.30; nce ae Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Knowles, 
Wellington, Salop; or Slaney, Birmingham. et. April 21. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Faipay, April 23, 1658. 
Haton, Wit1am Cuarud, Woolstapler, Bradford. April 17; 
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MEETINGS. 
TusspaY, April 20, 1858. 
AwprivcE, Wit1am Henry Duncan, Tailor and Draper, Great Bridge, 
Staffordshire. Div. May 13, at 11.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 
Auten, Davip tii Draper, Carmarthen. Div. May 27, at 11; Bristol. 
AULTON, vats, & Joun Sanpenson Butier, Lace Manufacturers, Not- 
on Baigty ud. Accts. & Div. May 13, at 10.30 ; Shirehall, Nottingham. 
BUCKLEY, , Joiner & Builder, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire. Div. 
May 11, at 12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 
Canute, Joan,” Tronfounder, Accrington, Lancashire. Div. May 13, at 12; 
Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 


FREEMAN, WILLIAM, Bookseller, 69 Fleet-st. Div. May 11, at 11; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Evans. 

GaLLIMORE, Med gg Tanner, late of Forsbrook, Staffordshire, now of Nor- 
bury, gy oy Aud. Accts. & Div. May 13, at 10.30; Shirehall, Not- 
tingham. oe nt 

Gorpon, RoBEert, , Heaton Norris, Lancashire. First Div. May 
12, at’ 12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

Haakman, Henry Joun, & Wit11aM Jansen (Haakman, beer & Co. Poa 

its, 8 Crutched Friars. Div. May 12, at 12; Basinghall 
Fonblanque. 


— _—~% * a nena Runcorn, Cheshire. Div. May 12, at 11; 
Perry. 
Hur, RY, Taceman and Outfitter, 55 Piccadilly. Div. May 11, at 2; 


H 

Huenes, Enocu, & Wititiam Apams, Ironfounders, Princes End, gp ape 
Staffordshire. Div. May 12, at 10; Birmingham. Com. Balgu: 

Hutme, SaMvet, Cotton Spinner, Heaton Norris, Lancashire. ei. May 
12, at 12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

— JosEPH, Engineer, Coventry. Div. May 13, at 11.30; Birming- 

™_ ne James Musto, WiLL1aM Musto, JoserpH Musto, & Rosert 

1LL1aM Musro, Millwrights & Engineers, East London Iron Works, 

Cambeldgena Mile End (J. Musto & Co.) Div. May 13, at 11; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Evans. 

Newson, James, Cotton Spinner, Oldham, Lancashire. Div. May 11, at 12; 
Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

Pacg, Joun, Grocer, Hythe, Kent. Div. May 11, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Evans, 


Prius, Joun, Corn & Coal recy Elmswell, Suffolk. Div. May 12, at 

12.30 ; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 
‘Thomas, Grocer, Llanvabon & Cwmbach, also of Mountain Ash, 

Glamorganshire. Div. May 27, at 11; Bristol. Com. Ayrton. 

Piatt, Josep StatTer, & HENRY SUTCLIFF, a Manchester. 
Div. May 13, at 12; Manchester. 

Roserts, GEORGE, Draper, yong a iiedeiiee. Div. May 18, at 10.30 ; 
Shirehall, Nottingham. 


ting! Com. Balguy. 
Scort, Henny, ge = Elsworth, Cambridgeshire. Div. May 12, at 11.30; 


enue Henny, Licensed Victualler, Royal Exchange-hotel, Grey-st., 
Newcastle-upon- Last Ex. (by adj. from April 8) May 3, at 12; 
Royal-arcade, ee. Com. Ellison. 

Warxins, Wittiam HENRY, ge Portsea, Hants. Div. May 11, at 
1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holro oy owl 

Walxipon, Georeg, jun., Brick er, &c., ae Wie House, Wincanton, Gil- 
lingham, Dorset, and elsewhere. Prf. Dots. April 28, at 2.30; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 


Fripay, April 23, 1858. 


Bansez, Wi1aM, Cattle Dealer, Dunstan, Derbyshire. Div. May 15, at 
10; Council-' Sheffield. Com. West. 

Bicai, SAMUEL, RY Bicain, & Pavt Swirn, Saw Manufacturers, 
Sheffield. Div. joint est. and sep. est. of each, May 15, at 10; Council- 
hall, Sheffield. Com. West 

Bituines, WitL1aM, Bonnet "shape Maker, 54 Red Cross-st., and 5 Circus, 
Biackfriars-road. Div. May 14, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

D, Joun, & Henry Wane, Grocers, Fairford, Gloucestershire. Final 
Div.,Sjoint est. ; also of sep. est. of J. Dance, May 20, at 11; Bristol. Com. 


Harrison, WILLIAM, & Grorce TaYtor, Maltsters and Brewers, Hadlow, 
Kent. Div. May 19, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Homan, yin Wholesale Clothier, 7 Russia-row, Milk-st., Cheapside 
(Homan & Co.) Div. May 14, at 11,90, hall-st. Com. Fane. 

Jorce, a ag a ie ferchant, St . Neots, Hunts. Div. May 14, at 11; 


Kinxsaipe, baie, & Joun Kirxsripe, Stone and Marble Merchants, Car- 
lisle. Div. May 18, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 


Lass, Wniuiae Wittiam Henry, Commission Agent, 20 Cannon-st. West, and 1 
gym Gloucester-rd., Islington. Div. May 14, at 2; Basing- 


, fea & Cuartes M‘CLEAN, ae Spirit, and Beer 
Turnagain-! Skinner-st., Snow-hill. Last Bx. (by adj. 
from April 20) May 4, at 12; Basinghall- st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Saporove, WinttaM, jun., & Ricnarp Rago, Cabinet Makers, ‘Sldon-st., 
Finsbury, and Dunnings-alley, Bishopsgate-st. Div. May 14, at 2; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. 

Srtutes, Henny, 


Brick, Slate, and Lime Merchant, St. John’s-wood-terr., 
pk. "Last Ex. May 5, at Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 
Sruzs, Sree, Anvil Manufac' mnevarer, Sheffield. Div. May 15, at 10; Coun- 
Unwin, Witttam Rosinson, » Chain and Anchor Merchant, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Las Ex. May 3 3, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


Waremuan, Wittiam (Waithman & Co. ), Flax Merchant, Yealand Conyers, 
and Manchester, Higher Bentham and Lower Bentham, Holme Mills, 
Gate Beck. Further Div. May 14, at 12; Manchester. 


Youno, WittiaM P becrone Josspn Weston 
Millers, Neath, @ 


Youno, & Gores Youne, 
lamorganshire, Div. May 20, at 11; Bristol, Com, 


DIVIDENDS. 
Tuxspay, April 20, 1858, 
Attzn, Jossrn, & Bramaatt. Houmas, Silk Throwsters, Derby. Third, 


2d. harris, Middle-pavement, Nottingham; April 19, or three fol- 
lowing Mondays, 11 to 3. 

BatsHaw, Wittiam. First, 4s. Morgan, 10 Cook-st., Liverpool; any 
Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

Bensamin, Lewis, Fish Merchant, 28 Sowry ths Aldgate. First, Is. 3§d. 
Lee, 20 Aldermanbury, City ; April 21, 11 to 2 

BRAcHER, FREDERICK, Tailor, 23 Old Jewry. First, 3s , bogey _ Ba- 
singhall-st.; April 21, and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 

LIpDELL, CAROLINE, Common Brewer, Great Driffield. First, ise, Carrick, 
Quay-st.-chambers, Hull ; any Thursday, 1! to 2. 

FisHer, WILLIAM, Grocer, Stratford-upon-Avon. Div. (on new proofs only) 
4., being a portion of the First Dividend of lls. 8d. Kinnear, 37 

terloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

FLEETWOOD, Jou, Grocer, Liverpool. First, 3s. Turner, 53 South John- 
st., Liverpool ; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 

Freeman, JosepH, Wool Top Maker, Bradford. First, 6s. 8d. Young, 5 
Park-row, Leeds; any day except Saturday, 10 to 1. 

GREENWOOD, "THOMAS, & Samvet Kine, Builders, 5 Cannon-st. and St. 
Aubyn-st., Devonport. First, 5s. 3d. sep. est. of S..King ; and First 5s. sep. 
est. of T. Greenwood. Hirizel, Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Fri- 
day, 11 to 2. 

HeEsLEpon, Bryan, Scrivener, Pome ton a nee. First, 74d. Carrick, 
Quay-st.-chambers, Hull ; Thursday, 11 to 2 

HILL, ABRAHAM, Grocer, B adiord. First, 3s. 6d. Hope, | South-parade, 
Park-row, Leeds; any Saturday, 10 to 12. 

KEErt.ey, RoBert, Ship Builder, Great Grimsby. First, ls. 3d. Carrick, 
Quay-st.-chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 

Lorp, Mites, & GeorcE RostRoy, Woollen Manufacturers, Cage Mills, 
Newchurch, Lancashire. First, 3s. 4d. Fraser, 45 George-st., Man- 
chester; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

MELVILLE, JoHN, Merchant, Austin-friars. Second, 2d. sep. est. Edwards, 
22 Basinghall-st. ; April 21, and three subsequent beter 11 to 2. 

MosLey, Caarues, & JouN MARLOW Mosier, News Agents, 16 Catherine-st., 
Strand. First, 2s. 6d. Zdwards, 22 Basinghall-st., City ; April 21, and 
three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 

OLDFIELD, ALLAN, & Co., Cloth Merchants, Huddersfield. Fifth, 6d. joint 
est. ; and second, 3d. sep. est. of S. Oldfield. Young, 5 Park-row, Leeds ; 
any ‘day except Saturday, 10 to l. 

NN, Ropert Carrer, Corn, Wine, & Spirit Merchant, Kingston-upon- 
Hull. First, 5d. Carrick, Quay-st.-chambers, Hull; any Thursday, 11 
to 2. 

Parkinson, WittiamM, Worsted Spinner, Bradford. First, 3d. Young, 5 
Park-row, Leeds; any day except Saturday, 10 to |. 

Pearson, Georce, Grocer, Birkenhead. Div. 2s. 2d., on acct. of First 
Dividend of 2s. 6d. Turner, 53 South John-st., Liverpool ; any Wednes- 
day, 11 to 2. 

Ruopes, Tuomas Burn, Druggist, Bradford, Yorkshire. First, 2s. Id. 
Hope, | South-parade, Park-row, Leeds; any Saturday, 10 to 12. 

Smrrn, Samvet, Iron Merchant, Derby. First, 3d. Harris, Middle-pave- 
ment, Nottingham ; April 19, or three following Mondays, 11 to 3. 

SMITHSON, JosePH, Corn Miller, West Mills, Mirfield. Third, 244. Hope, 
1 South-parade, Park-row, Leeds ; any Saturday, 10 to 12. 

Toms, Joseru, Builder, Bartholomew-st., Exeter. First, 5s. 2d. Hirtzel, 
Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 

Torrine, Ricnarp, Builder, 50 Cobourg-st., Plymouth. First, 3s. 3$¢. 
Hirtzel, Queen-st., Exeter ; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 

Towan, STEPHEN, Currier, 13 Buckwell- -st., Plymouth. a ls. $d. Hirt- 
zel, Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 

TRIPNEY, THOMAS Henry, Woollen Draper, Perranporth, Cornwall. First, 
99d. Hirtzel, Queen-st., Exeter; any Tuesday or Friday, 11 to 2. 

Waits, Witt1aM Seacer, Chemist and Druggist, Soho-st., Handsworth. 
Second, 64d. Xinnear, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 


to 3. 
Fripay, April 23, 1858. 


Baker, WitutiaM & Lucy Smrrs, Milliners, 3 Church-st., Camberwell. 
First, ls. Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 to 2. 

Cuarks, JoserH Henry, Hatter, Leicester. First, 2s. 9d. Harris, Middle- 
pavement, Nottingham; Monday next, or three following Mondays, 11 
to 3. 


Jones, WiLL14M, Builder, Brecon. Second, 4d. Acraman, 19 St. Augus- 
tine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Kineston, Wituiam, Linendraper, 2] Bridge-ri., Te Second, 
1s. 99d. Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, li to 

Lewis, Groree, Innkeeper, Cwmbach. Div. 2hd. Acraman, i St. Augus- 
tine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 EE 

Mounton, Grorce Octavius, Surgeon Lincolnshire. Second, 9d. 
Harris, Middle-pavement, Nottingham ; Monday next, or three follow- 
ing Mondays, 11 to 3. 

Potak, James Micuget, Picture Dealer, Birmingham. First, 1s. 1jd. 
Kinnear, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

Ricwarps, Tuomas, Draper, Abe ith. Div. 5d. Acraman, 19 St. 
Augustine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Saves, Henry Hunt, Seedsman, Bris! 
Augustine’s- parade. 1. 

Suxyru, Epwarp, Linendraper, Swansea. Div. 4s. Acraman, 19 St. Augus- 
tine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

WaHirenkaD, WILLIAM, & Mary Ann WarreusaD, Innkeepers, Leicester. 
First, 3s., sep. est. of W. Whitehead. Harris, Middle-pavement, Not- 
tingham ; ; Monday next, or three following Mondays, |! to 3. 

Wooster, Timoray, Innkeeper, Cheltenham. Second, Acraman, 19 
St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
TupspayY, April 20, 1858. 

Barker, CHARLES TH Haberdasher, Isley House, Moor-terr., New 

Peckham. May 12, at ! 30; Basinghall-st. 

oe a Joiner & Builder, Ashton-under-Lyne. May 11, at 12; 
anch 

Caporn, Paapo ois Mprepira, Lace Manufacturer, N: May 18, 

at 10.30; Shirehall, Nottingham ware 

Cristant, WititaM, Ships’ Chandler & Timber Merchant, 4 Golkisworthy- 


ter., Lower-rd., Rotherhithe. May ing & 
—_ Wituram, Victualler, Lord blic-house, St. Ann’-rd, North, 
near the Canal-rd., Mile-end. May 1, a¢ 2.0 








Harptne, Vernon, Ironmonger, "13, at 1; Liverpool. 
Lawis, Davin Jamas, Boot & Shoe y cantit,  ha 18, at 11 ; Bristol. 
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Miturneton, James, & Caantes Crave, Lace Manufacturers, Nottingham- 
May 18; , Nottingham 

Oscrort, THOMas, Grocer, Codnor, Heanor, Derbyshire. May 18, at 10.30; 

Shirehall, Nottingha: 
Pers, Jonn, Corn & “Goal Merchant, Elmswell, Suffolk. May 12, at 1; 
hall-st. 

RicuarDs, GEorce Massurr, Grocer, Northampton. May 12, at 12.30; 

SHEERMAN, THomas WILLIAM, Upholsterer, 97 St. James’-st., Brighton. 
May 12, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

STANLEY, Joun SrRonc-1'rH’-AnM, Cotton Spinner, Ashton-under-Lyne. 
May 13, at 12; Manchester. 

Wess, ROBERT GeoncE, Draper, Liverpool. May 11, at 11; Liverpool. 

Youne, Taomas, China and Glass Dealer, 17 Hampton-ter., Hampstead-rd. 
May 12, at 2; Basinghall-st. 


Fripayr, April 23, 1858. 


Cartess, Tuomas, Farmer, Stone Grange, Staffordshire, lately of Stafford, 
Line: May 14, at 10; Birmingham 

Cross, SAMUEL, Timber Merchant, 29 Lime- st., and 12 Coburg-pl., Ken- 
nington-lane. May 14, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Harris, Josera, Chemical Manufacturer, Bolton, Lancashire ; and WiLLIAM 
Hasais, School-hill, Bolton. May 14, at 12; Manchester. 

HeMMING, ALFRED Jones, Licensed Victuallér, Birmingham. May HM, at 
10; Birmingham 

Houmss, Worn, Picture Dealer, Birmingham. May 17, at 10; Bir- 

ham. 


mingham. 

Kent, "THOMAS, Grocer, 6 Brighton-pl., Brixton-rd. May 14, at 11; 
singhall-st. 

Layeaster, Jonn, & Joun Brarrorp, — Manufacturer, Walsall, Staf- 
fordshire. May 14, at 10; Birmingha 

Pearce, SaMusL, Oilman, 116 Minories. lay 17, at 2; Basinghall-st. 

Peters, Taomas, Grocer, Lia’ & Cy , Glamorganshire. May 
18, at 11; Bristol. 

RowLAND, *RIcHARD, Innkeeper, Chertsey, Surrey. 
Basinghall-st. 

Razer, Tomas Tomkryson, Wine & Spirit Merchant, Wolverhampton. 
May 14, at 10; bam. 

UPFINDELL, WitLiaM, Licensed Victualler, Three Cups Tavern, Bow. May 
14, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Woop, Wits, Builder, Milton-next-Gravesend. May 14, at 1.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. 

To bé DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TUESDAY, April 20, 1858. 
" AMBLER, } Bayi Wapptxcroy, Draper, Tunstall, Staffordshire. April 12, 

2nd ¢ 

CONSTANTINE, JAMES, Cotton Spinner, Scout, Newchurch, Rosendale, Lan- 


cashire. April 3, 2nd class, after a suspension of 12 mos. 
Fuercuer, Joux, Coalmaster, Smethwick, Staffordshire. 
class. 


Ba- 





May 14, at 11.30; 


April 12, 2nd 


Gerrarp, Wii.14M, Grocer, Burslem, Staffordshire. April 12, 3rd class. 

Gaeen, Joun, Patent Rope Manufacturer, Sunderland. April 13, 3rd 
class; having been s nded for 12 mos. from Mar. 24, 1857. 

Hancock, Wiutti4M, Builder, Manchester. April 13, 3rd "class. 

IncAtL, Henry, Wine Merchant, 23 Crutched- friars, April 13, 2nd class; 

haying been suspended for 3 mos. from Jan. 5. 

Jackson, Josepn, Hatter, 23 Western-rd., Brighton. April 16, 2nd class. 

Jerrrexs, Rees, Outfitter, Liverpool. April 14, 3rd class. 

Kirxeawwe, Isaac, & Joun Kirksrive, Stone and Marble Masons, Carlisle. 
April 14, 3rd class. 

KNicut, Lewts Smiru, Hardwareman, Manchester. 

LitTLer, Joun Watson, Apothecary, 

43, 2nd class, 
Newey, Witt1am, Grocer, Wolverbampton. April 12, 2nd class 
sy Wit114Mm, Berlin Wool and China Dealer, Winchester. April 13, 


April 13, Ist class. 
Dock-lane, Lower Edmonton. 


class. 
Score, Wu11am, Washing Crystal Maker, late of Bristol, now of Homer- 
st., Lambeth. April 16, 3rd class. 
Suawcross, Joux, Cotton Spinners, Bowden, Cheshire, and Manchester. 





Whiteh ter., Stepney. April 13, 3rd 

clams, baring boon ssepenied for 2 yeae foun Dec. il, oy ale 

SournamM, ALFRED, } ril 13, 2nd 

THOMPSON, JosEPH, jun., Plumber, Dudley. Apa 12, 3rd aan after a 
suspension of 3 mos. 

To..y, Tuomas, Builder, Tudely, Kent. oe 13, 2nd class. 

Warmoucn, Ggonce, Draper, formerly of Chester, afterwards of St. 
Helens, now of Bolton and Sheffield, April 12, 3rd class, having been 
guspended 9 mos. from June 27, 1857. 

Wearwe, Harry, Woollen Warehouseman, 74 Piccadilly. April 16, 


“Henry, Hotel Keeper, Enville, Staffordshire. April 12, 
ba poe Epwakb Jou, Ship Owner, Upper East Smithfield. April 13, 





Wicmore, 
2nd 


Fampay, April 23, 1858, 


Avro, Wittiam, & Jonn SAunpenson Burier, Lace Manufacturers, 
Nottingham. 20, 2nd class to W. Aulton. 

Baxes, Wix1i4m, Loct Smrra Baxes, Milliners, 3 Church-street, Cam- 
berwell. April 15, 3rd class, to L. 8. Baker, after a suspension of 3 mos. ; 
and April 19, 4rd class, to W. Baker, after a en cer gma for 12 mos. 

— Picuanp Fuask, Confectioner, Nottingham. April 20, 2nd 


Bisons, Faepenick Rosert Pavt, Goldsmith and Jeweller, 86 Newman- 
st., Oxford-st. April 20, ard class, after a suspension for 12 mos. 
Browne, Joun, Fringe Maker, South Devon-pl., Plymouth. April 15, 2nd 


Carus, sty, Outs Outfitting Warehouseman, 5 Gutter-lane. April 16, 2nd 


suspension for 3 mos. 
it Merchant, Birmingham, 16, 2nd class. 


April 
Perea. ous ARCHIBALD, Victualler, Alrewas, Staffordshire. April 


ct Jom my Ws Pep May Mem ig pg ; wei ew. 


ankEs the hey vt tg 1 gla kia ho 





Hrrcaman, Cuartes, Licensed ee Warwick. April 16, 2nd class. 
Hurcoms, SAMUEL, Grocer, Litt loucestershire. _ 19, 3rd class. 
ter., Kilburn. April 19, 2nd class. 
MANN, Joun, Ironmonger, Old Town-st., hee 
ymney, near 
mouthshire. April 13, 2nd class. 
PAINTER, WILLIAM Epwanp, Printer, 342 Strand. April 17, 2nd class. 
pension of 6 mos. 
geo 5 CaAnries, & Freverick James Watker, Drapets, 3 Cetgunetsta- 
4 mos. from 
WELLSTED, WILLIAM, “" Henaxy WELLsTED, Cabinet Makers, Molyneux-st. 
Wiison, Tuomas, Merchant, New High-st., Manchester. 
class, after a suspension of 2 years. 
Fray, April 23, 1858. 
Bovis, Cuantes, Henry Davis Poors, & Cuantes HENRY as 
mutual consent; April 
De Mepews, DANIEL rade & Cooper CHartes Brooke, Attorneys- 
Bremripce, RicnarpD, Joun Henry TouterR, & EDWARD 
Savite, Attorneys & Solicitors, Barnstaple, Devon. By tutual con- 
received and paid by R. Bremridge & J. H. Toller, by whom the us 
ness will be carried on at the above-named place as usual; April 20. 
TuEsDAY, April 20, 1858. 
Lewis, — & BENJAMIN Lewis, Engineers, Salford, Lancashire (Francis 
rrisford, 


ledean, G 
M‘Lacuian, Perer, Baker, 6 Birchin-lane, Cornhill, and 1 St. George’s- 
ee. April 15, 2nd 
Morais, Joan, Linen and Woollen Draper, 
QuvAyie. Writ1aM, Ship Broker, Liverpool. Mar. 2, 2nd class, after a stis- 
road East. Spel 9°. 20, 2nd class to C. Walker, having been 
and Shouldham-st., Bryanstone-sq. April 20, Ist class. p 
April 12, ard 
Professional Partnerships Mrssolved. 
Attorneys, Solicitors, a Frater, 9 New-sq., Lincoln’s-inn. 
at-Law & Solicitors, Woodbridge, Suffolk. By mutual consent ; oe i 19, 
sent; April 20. All debts due to “— owing by the said firm will be 
Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Lewis & Sons). April 5. Trustees, 5. 


Machinist, 
Lancashire; W. J. Dorning, Engineer, Manchester. Sols. Bellhouse & 
Bond, 40 Princess-st., Manchester. 

MorrraM, Henry, & WitiiaM TayLor, Merchants, Sheffield. ~ April 10. 
Trustees, J. Bramall, File Manufacturer, Birtin House, 

Ecclesfield, Yorkshire ; A. Allott, Accountant, Sheffield ; Naylor, 
Commercial Clerk, Sheffield. Creditors to execute before June 11. Sols. 
Hoole & Yeomans, Meeting-house-lane, Sheffield. 

PowELL, WiLL1AM, Dealer in Glass, &c., ar Lynn, Norfolk. a + 
Trustees, W. Baney, Gent., King’s Lynn; J. Cooper, ee 
Lynn, Sols. Goodwin, Partridge, Williams, & Edw. 

Scartu, WILLIAM GILLYARD, Woollen. Gene Manufacturer, Mere, York- 
shire. Mar. 30. Trustees, C. Wilkinson, Woolstapler, Morley; W. Riley, 
Manufacturer, Leeds. Sols. Butler & Smith, Leeds. 

SmitH, EmanveL, jun., Builder and Cabinet-maker, Pershore, Woreester- 
shire. Mar. 29. Trustees, J. Andrews, Grocer, Pershore; D. G. Niven, 
Surgeon, Pershore. Creditors to execute before June 30. Sols. Balt & 
Hudson, Pershore. 

Warson, Josera, Furniture Broker, Seaham Harbour, Durham. April 6. 
Trustee, VY. Mastaglio, Looking Glass Manufacturer, cee eh td 
Tyne. Creditors to execute before July 7. Sol. Cooper, 


Fray, April 23, 1858. 


Bares, —- & Joun Cummine Bares, Printers, Buxton, Derbyshire. 
April 17. Trustees, E. Mycock, Farmer, Fairfield, Derbyshire; R. R. 
Duke, Builder, Buxton. Sol. Bennett, Pe og All 

BRaproap, WiLLIAM, jun., Upholsterer, 1 Great Dover-st., Surrey 
31. Trustees, J. Thomas, Merchant, 173 Bishopsgate-st.-without isa 
—, Merchant, 20 Watling-st. Creditors t0 execute batons July , 
Sols. Clarke & Harris, Bishopsgate-churchyard. 

Brown, aeons, Nailmaker, Windle, Lancashire. April2t. Zrustees, R. 
Hindley, Tea Dealer, St. Helen’s, Lancashire ; A. Sutton, Flour Dealer, 
St. Helen’s. Sol. Haddock, St. Helen’s. 

Davis, Joun, Upholder, 138 Tottenham-ct.-rd. April 9. Trustees, M. 8. 
Riach, Warehouseman, 105 Wood-st., rey J. Owen, Chair Maker, 
67 Old-st.-rd., Shoreditch; W. Cutbill, Cabinet Maker, 21a Providence- 
~ Finsbury-sq. Sols, Langley & ‘aibbon, 32 Great James-st., Bed- 
‘ord-row. 

Downnam, Joun, Auctioneer, Bury, Lancashire. April 20. Trustees, J. 
Nuttall, Farmer, Lomaxes, within Pilsworth ; E. Potts, Draper, Bury. 
Sols. Alfred & Grundy, Union-st., Bury. 

Epissvry, Jonn, Grocer, Wrexham, Denbighshire. April 16. i 
J. Edisbury, Auctioneer, Brook-st. -house, Wrexham; J. “4 
a Wrexham. Creditors to execute before June 17. fot, Hughes, 

rexham. 

Jones, Simoy, Shipbuilder, Abergafran, FMR Sruon Jones, 
jun., an chen me me April 8 Lloyd, Draper, 
Creditors to te befoi Ma 9. ’ iote Be oe | Solicitors, 

execu re . \ 
Portmadoc. 4 


Tristee, G. EB. Hi 
Accountant, 183 Grove-st., neti penn Creditors to execute before June 9, 
war; Jasamn Sebiee, Bitetad, Ranges 
Peet, JAMES, —, Rainford, April 16, Trustees, R. Hi 
son, Joiner, St. Helen’s, Lancashire; J. T. Threlfall, : 
Helen's. Creditors to omeoete ariage Bantiatehire Barrow, St. Jen's. 
, Arrow 


Monaan, Davip, Toy Dealer, Liverpool. <A 8. 


Roggas, Tuomas, Grocer, Pem ire. April 17. 
J. Lewis, Miller, Cholstrey Hie Leominster ; T. Davies, 
Mill, Kingsland. Sol. Hammond, Leominster. 

TREGARTHEN, Gronor, Cabinet Maker, Penzance. Feb. 27. Trustees, 
= aenent, 8. York, Draper, both of Porn mar Sols. Roscorla 

WaADLEY Joum, nvlat eenieeeee, Castle-st., Swansea, Glam¢ 
Mar. 27. Trustee, H. B. Willett, Engraver, » Sane, clapped 
Alman, Broad. st., B Bett. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
TugspaY, April 20, 1858. 
Nontzper, Hewny, Tailor, Newark-upon-Trent (who died in Feb., 1868) 
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Be Nonledge’s estate, Freeston v. Norledge, M. R. Last day for Proof, 


Rosert, Sawyer, Treiftiw, Carmarthen (who died in 
[52 shaieglenstentilc as a Day for 


Awn, Spinster, Louth, Lincolnshire (who died on Jan. 25, 1858 

oer, Rh o, Nesbitt, M..R. Last Day for Proof, May 22. . 

Py , Cordwainer, Sranerrs Be Somerset (who died in Oct., 
1857). Wests’ 3. Weeks, V. 0. St ‘Last Day for Proof, May 29. 


Frupay, April 23, 1858. 
Continson, James, Blacksmith, Capel, Surrey (who died = Mar., 1837). 
—— w; Collinson, M. R. . Last Sor Proof, May 2 
Coons, Jonn, Esq.; Clarence-pl., Bristol = died in Sept., i867). 
v. Holt; M. R. Last Day for Proof, May 
Davies, Davip Peter, Protestant Beoonting Minister, Lawn Cottage, near 
aban Gs sag died in Jan., 1844). Davies v. Davies, M. R. 


LepsaM, DaNIzEL, ag , ea (who died in Dec., 
gg, a os Stuart. Sor Proof, June 5 


Last Day 
mt. House, Arncliffe Yorkshire (who died on 
a %, ARB). ty” Morton. Geldard, V.C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, 
ahtotok, & THoMAs, Gent, Newcastle-ttpon-Tyne (who died on 
Mar. 98, fa50), * eke Hall, M. R. Last Day for Proof, May 22. 
WMiding-up of Point Stock Companies. 
ToEsDAY, April 20, 1858. 

Listed in BANKRUPTCY. 

SoNKEN VESSELS Recovery Company (Limrrep).—A petition was presented 
to the Court of Bankruptcy for the Liverpool District, by Thomas Lyon, 
Robert, Keer, Peter Maddox, and John Angus Ward, Directors and Contri- 
_ on Mar. 26, for Winding-up the said Company and on April 1 

the said Company was ordered to be wound se illiam Bird, one. o: 

Assignees, was appointed Official Liquidator. Mr. Com. Ste- 

vee has appointed May 5, at 11, at the Court of Bankruptcy, Liverpool, 

to settle the list of contributories, "when the major part in value of the 

said contributories assembled may appoint an Official Liquidator, to act 
coneurrently with the said William Bird. 


Tanner 


1857). Ledsam 2. 


> 4 


Farpay, April 23, 1858. 
UNtimiTeD In CHANCERY. 


Era AssunaNce Soctery.—A Petition for the dissolution and winding-up 
of this Society was, on nee] 20, presented to the Lord Chancellor, by 
Henry William eae oe ee be heard before V. C. Wood on Friday, 
May 7. Sargent, Hi & Pattison, 26 Nicholas-lane, Lombard-st., Soli- 
citors for the Deateeen 

Escarr Mwxyn Minina Company.—V. C. Wood will proceed, on May 6, 
at.2, at his Chambers, to settle the list of contributories. 

Nationa. Parent Steam Fuet Company.—V. C. Kindersley will, at his 
Chambers, on April 30, at 1, appoint an Official Manager. 

NoRTHUMBERLAND AND Doruam District BANKING Company.—V. C. 
fied” at his Chambers, on April 29, at 3, appoint an Official 


PROTESTANT Lir& AND Fire Insurance Association.—V. RTE 
will, at his Lome on May 3, at 11.30, appoint an Official: Manager, in 
the place of Alfred Ainger, who has resigned. 


LIMITED IN BANKRUPTCY. 
West Ham DistietekY Company (Linirep).-=Mr. Com. Fane will hold a 
on May 18, at 1, for the settlement of the list of Contributories of 


pany, and ¢ a Call on. the several persons then settled 
on nate list of Contributories for the full amount remaining unpaid upon 


Stoteh Sequestrations. 
Turspay, April 20, 1858. 


mLiaM Bennet, & ALEXANDER THomas ADAMSON, Merchants, 
De Leithe walk, April 23, at 1; New Ship-hotel, 20 Shore, 
Leith. page April 14, 


Boak, JAMEs, ‘Soieer, Lundin Mill, Largo, Fifeshire. April 23, at 1; 


P Leven, A 
Ghai, Jo ucilonesr, Aber 


th Aberdeen. April 29, At 2; Royal-hotel; Aber- 
so, Rom, Dealer, Saltedats. April 28, at 1; Black Bull-inn, 


» April b 
Gray, Janna (Jamies Gray & ©o.), Engineer, moo April 30, at 12; 
Faculty-hall, St. ens Glasgow. Seq. 
JAMES es Henderson & si Coaehibuthter, Gi 
April 27, at 1; A Faculty-hall, St, George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. April 
Mrier, Joan, y Straw Hat Manufacturer, and now Warehouseman, 


mo . A 23, at 2; Faculty-hall, St. Geo . 
rj tomar omy ote pril 23, y- rge’s-pl., 


N Uj » Aberdeen. April 28, at 12; Do 
a ou scant Taig, ines: pri 28 at 125 Dow 


SwinLes, Avexanpsn,. Currier, th. April 28, at 1; Royal-hote 
Arbroath. Seq. April 16. “ Shain 


Craw- 


Fripay, Aprit 23, 1858. 
= , Cabinet Maker, Elgin. May 4, at 12; Gordon Arms- 


HN, Weight, Kirton aie. Neilston. ae 30, at 1; Rose and 
poe en +» Paisley. Seg, April 19. 


(John K & Co.) April 30, at 
Ree eee) anata 
hal St. Gs & Joun iy 


Ardersier Abra M‘Donald 


Ra, Joux 
Seq. April 20. 

MAI WIRELL, Hotel Keepers, Campbelltown, 

& Co.) May 1, at 12; Caledonian-hotel, 


Globe-hotel, George-sq 
sels ony Beg tl 


ee, Seg. April 20, 














PYM AeeeA b ALLAN CR ASSURANCE 


HOME yer’ sonia 
(With which is Incorporated the “English and Foreign Lifé Assuranés 
Society.) 


Curer Orrices: 35, OLD JEWRY, LONDON. 
Brancu Orrice: 8, SAVILLE-STREET, HULL. 


DIRECTORS. 


Coptein the Lorp Freperic Herpert Kerr, 'R.N., 51, Sussex Gardens, 
Hyde Park, Chairman. 

Rev. Jonn HARVEY AsnwortH, M.A., 2, Marlborough 
Terrace, Kensington, & East Woodhay, Hants. 

Rosert Georce RamspEn, Esq., 35, Gloucester Terrace, 
Hyde Park, and Hyndburn Hall, Lancashire, 

FRRDERICK GEORGE FELLOWE, Esq., Grove Hill, Camberwell, Surrey. 

Wit1tiam Wyitys Mackeson, Esq., 1, New Square, Lincoln’ ‘s-inn, and 18, 
Westbourne Terrace Road. 

Epwarp Merron, M.D., 14, Clarges-street, Piccadilly, and “ Atheneum ” 
Club. 

Tuomas ALFRED Port, Esq., 90, Camden-road Villas, Regent’s Park. 

Rosert Richard ROBINSON, Esq., 142, Westbourne Terrace, Hyde Park. 

Wiittam Newman. WARBERTON, Esq., ‘47, Upper Thames Street, City, and 
Ellesmere Villa, St. John’s Wood. 


AUDITORS. 
Epmunpd CLENCH, Esq. EpwarpD Moser, Esq. 

BANKERS. 

Tae CommMerciAL BANK or Lonpon, Loth 

Messrs. OLptne, SHARPE, AND Co., Clement’ s-lane, Lombard-street. 

MEDICAL REFEREES. 

Epwarp Merron, M.D.,, 14, Clarges-street, Piccadilly, 

Joun Maciean, M.D., 29, Upper Montague-street, Montague-square. 
SURGEON. 

T. Spencer WELLS, Esq., F.R.C.S.,3, Upper Grosyenor-street, Grosvenor- 

square. 


Vices Chairmen. 


COMBUE TR SURGEON. 
THomas Brizarp CURLING, ee + F.R.S., 39, Grosvenor-street. 


TOR. 
Tuomas Mortimer CLEOBUREY, Pea 35, Old Jewry, City, and Shephérd’s- 
bush. 


GENERAL MANAGER.. 
Tuomas ALFRED Porr, Esq. 


Perfect security is guaranteed we a wealthy and influential boty of 
shareholders. 

The Business is increasing with great rapidity, the mew income from In- 
suratices effected at the present time being at the rate of about ten thou- 
sand @ year. , 

The Company’s affairs are d and conducted on strictly economi- 
cal principles, and a comprehensive system is adopted, which embraces 
under one management :— 


lst.—THE LIFE ASSURANCE DEPARTMENT. 

For effecting Assurances on the Lives of all classes, at Home and Abroad, 
granting Endowments, and transacting every description of business to 
which the principles of Life Assurance are applicable. 

LIVES BELOW THE AVERAGE. 
The Board gives especial caré and attention to assurances, at equitable 











Yates, of the lives of those who, being subject to additional risk from in- 
cipient disease or ition thereto, or other causes, bg ab 
only been “ «declined” by offices rejecting sueh busines’ altogether, be “iy 
those who professedly, by advertisement and their prospectuses, seek 
business. 
@nd.— THE CASUALTY DEPARTMENT. 
For insuring sums of m pay payable in the event of Death 
from accidental causes, either during travel ph} sea or Se ope e Oe 
the woétld, or whilst following the ordinary occupati Chane 
suring also a weekly allowance in non-fatal cases of f accident. od 
pany also tnsurés against accidental breakage of Plate Glass of all kinds. 
3rd.—ANNUITIBS. 
The granting Annuities according to the vena 
to annuitants of precarious or confirmed ill health plead snd op 
taining the larivest possible return for their urvestinont 
EFFICIENT WORKING AGENTS WANTED 
In many of the towns throughout the United Kingdom, to whom the usual 
commission will be allowed ; and on the death of an accredited representa- 
tive of this oes half the commission will be continued to his widow 
during her life. 
The Annual Report, Prospectuses, Forms, and every information will be 
forwarded on request. THOMAS ALFRED POTT, Manager. 
EXAMINATION OF CADETS FOR INDIA. 
(See Regulations of H. E. I. C. 3.) 
HE HISTORY OF BRITISH INDIA, _ by 
Huon Murray, Esq., F.R.SE.,. is the only book on the subject 
Rg by the Hon. East India Company for the Examination of Nominees 
dian Appointments. 
It is decidedly the most concise, lucid, and interesting — History of 
ritish India, and will supply all the information necessary to a thorough 
i intelligent acquaintance with a country which, at the Bodh time, is 
engrossing so much public attention, 
A Lenape 8vo, containing 722 pages, price 6s. 6d. ; post 
free, 7s. 6d. 
T. Nexaon & Sons, London, Edinburgh, and New Yor®. 
Sold by all Booksellers, 
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O SOLICITORS.—PLANS and SURVEYS of 
ESTATES, LAND, and BUILDINGS, and SURVEYS for DILAPI- 
DATIONS, &c., made in Town or Country, and upon advantageous Terms 
to Solicitors. ‘Address, Mr. J. W. WILKINS, Garsaver ond Ooeonge SE 
neer, Temple Chambers, opposite St. Dunstan’s Church, Fleet-street, E. C. 





A REALLY GOOD PEN AT A LOW PRICE. 


ODSON’S LAW PEN is now used in many of the 
es Offices in the Profession, and is highly esteemed by all who 
have given it a trial. 
This Pen is made of a particularly elastic material, emulating the pliability 
of the Quill, and is warranted of the highest finish. 
Price 1s. 6d. per Gross. Offices requiring larger quantities will be 
treated with on liberal terms. The Trade supplied. ; 
Hodson, 22, Portugal-street, W.C., London. 


HIGH HOLBORN.—Valuable improved Leasehold Rentals, Bw Woe 
MES5., NORTON, | HOGGART, and 


ved instructions to 
FRIDAY, MAY Tat TWELVE, In One Lot wel 
HOLD 
Nos. 199, 205, and 206, 
street, and worksh 
the lease, at 
per annum); and seven d 
10, 11, 13,and 14, Newton-street, ie year ad th 
when entirely let « gross rental of about & 
property is held for a term, which will expire oP cata om 
Per annum, andthe et average profit rental may be taken at about 2250 


per ann 
Ma: tevtowsl, and ulars had of F. C. V. — 
¢, Selpcmess timadeaans ot tho. Mart; sink ot or Nan 
Hoggart and ‘Trist, 62, Old Broad- street, Royal 





GREENWICH. — Desirable and substantial Residence, close to the 
Park, and within five minutes’ walk of the Railway Station, with pos- 


session. 
ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, and TRIST, 
have received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, on 
FRIDAY, MAY 7, at TWELVE, a most substantially-built RESIDENCE, 
situate No. i, Burney- street, close to Croom’s-hill and Greenwich-park. 
It contains four good bed-rooms, lofty drawing-room, 24$ feet by 18 feet, 
with three windows opening to a balcony, entrance hall, lobby, water- 
— capital dining room, 184 feet by 18 feet, library, all domes- 
tic offices, cellars cellars, &c., fore-court, with separate entrance for servants, and 
garden in the rear. Held for a term of eighty years from 1845, ata 
ground rent of £7 7s. per annum, and recently held by the Corporation of 
ion on lease, which expired at Lady-day pan at a rentalof £65 per 
annum, and now in the occupation of Captain James. 
May be viewed, by cards only, between the hours of eleven and five, and 
particulars had of Messrs. Atkins and Andrew, Solicitors, White Hart- 
court, Lombard-street; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Norton, Hoggart, & 
Trist, 62, Old Broad-street, Royal Exchange. 





GREENWICH, KENT.—Valuable Freehold and Leasehold Investments. 


ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, and TRIST, 
have received instructions to offer for SALE at the MART, on 
FRIDAY, MAY 7, at TWELVE, in Six Lots, the iouowing valuable PRO- 
PERTY for investment, viz.—Five substantial «rechoid lesidences, conve- 
niently situate, Nos. 6,7, 8, and 9, Royal Circus-3treet, ar’ No. 1, Prior- 
street, near to Greenwich Park, and witn.n three mim tes’ walk of the 
railway station; let to respectable yearly tenan.», x! low rentals, amount- 
ing together to £154 per annum. ree Leusehold Residences, Nos. 3, 4, 
and 5, Royal Circus-street, Greenwich; als) let to respectable tenants, at 
rentals amounting together to £99 10s. per annum. The last-mentioned 
property is held under one lease for about forty-one years unexpired, at a 
ground rent of £15 per annum. 

May be viewed by cards, to be had, with particulars, at the Mitre and 
Railway Hotels, Greenwich; the Railway Hotel, Blackheath ; of G. Waller, 
Esq., Solicitor, 75, Coleman-street; at the Mart; and of Messrs. Norton, 
Hoggart, & Trist, 62, Old Broad-street, Royal Exchange. 





DOVER, KENT. Bag = Dwelling-House and Premises, and a piece 
of Freehold Land in the rear. 


ESSRS. NORTON HOGGART, and TRIST, 

have received instructions, from the Trustees under the Will of 

the late Mrs. Mary Horne, to offer for SALE, at the MART, LONDON, on 

FRIDAY, MAY 7, at TWELVE, a LEASEHOLD DWELLING-HOUSE and 

PREMISES (for many years the Paris Hotel), situate in Snargate-street, 

the most public thoroughfare in Dover, close to the harbour, within fifty 

a of the contemplated terminus of the Dover and Canterbury Railway. 

which occupy a frontage of forty feet, are held from the Hon. 

Wardens and Assistants of Dover ne edad for sixty-one years, from 1834, at 

#7 10s. per annum, are well adapted for any retail trade, or by a judicious 

outlay they might be converted into two houses, when it is believed an ex- 

tension of term would be granted ; also a valuable piece of FREEHOLD 
LAND in the rear, and with separate approach from 

May be be spd "oe tate ond, a Mr. Lamb, tele; Dover sof Doce ond 

had at “ocd ster pos ia ver ; of J. Aleaitos, 

, Solicitor, No. 27, Moog tae , Russell -sq ; at the Mart; i 

of Messrs. Norton, H Trist, No. 62, ola” eost-anveeh, Royal ix 





GREAT DOVER-STREET, SOUTHWARK.—Valuable Leasehold Property, 
producing £160 per annum. 
ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, veal TRIS, 
have received instractions to offer for SALE, at 
FRIDAY, APRIL 30, at TWELVE, in One Lot, FOUR valuable LEA LEASE- 
HOLD RESIDENCES, situate Nos. 34, 35, 36, | 37, Great 


" the » work- 
, coach-house and stabling, in the occupation of Mr. Ilidge, on lease, 
per annum. No. 36 contains five bed rooms, drawing and breakfast 
vaien, parlour, kitchens, &c.; and in the rear coach-house and stable, 
with rooms over, in the occupation of Mr. Cuff, at £35 per annum. No. 36 
contains five bed rooms, sitting room, kitchen, wash-house, &., in the 
occupation of Mr. Jones, at £30 per annum. No. 37 contains five bed 
rooms, drawing room, shop, parlour, kitchens, &c., and in the rear two 
coach-houses and stabling, in the occupation of Mr. Hartshorne, at £40 
perannum. The above are held on lease for an unexpired term of thirty- 
_ ine years, at a ground rent of £52 per annum. 
May be viewed by permission of the tenants, and particulars had of 
Messrs. Sim: a, Lang D4, & Sim Trt P street ; at the Mart; 
of Messrs, N Broad-street, Royal Ex- 





LEASEHOLD hime, ~~! ree rent Tara a and 


SSRS. Ni ORTON, HOGGART, and a 
ry received instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, 
land, on FRIDAY, the 30th day of APRIL, in Two 
EASEHOLD ee 13, Doughty-street, 


4l st at a low 
Dwelling-house, 2, 
£36 per annum, ‘and held for an unexpired te rm of 13 
rent of £6 6s. per annum. 

May be viewed by permission of the tenants, and 
Messrs Lovell, Solicitors, South-square, Gray’s-inn ; 
Messrs. Norton, Hoggart, and Trist, 62, Old Broad. 





Valuable absolute Rovenian 10 One-aiahih nant egal OE 
ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART; and TRIST, have 
ved 


‘ands, ot Hi * for £10.000, oan t. re Mortgage fo 
on at Hounslow, cent. ; a 
faba wong Sears ~ by a bond; £1,167 Taree per t. Consols; 3 
by Cent. Reduced ; a Leasehold House, ag reat Cumberland- — 
yde-park, lt upon lew a 329 per annum ‘La 
21, age te oo ee 
some Personalty, Furni 

Particulars may be co ge» Bridges, Solicitors, 
King’s Arms-yard, M te-street ; she aes and of Messrs. Norton, 
Hoggart, and Trist, 62, Broad-street, Royal Exchange. 


Hackney-road.—To Engineers, Millers, and others.—Valuable and exten- 
sive Leasehold Premises, with the Plant and Machinery, with possession, 
ESSRS. NORTON, HOGGART, and TRIST, 
bave received wed instructions to offer for SALE, at the MART, 

FRIDAY, MAY 7, at TWELVE, in One Lot, extensive HAN UFA 
orks, 





ie 


ff 


sles 





Vote for 
M ESSRS. NORTON, 
ae received instructions 











